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‘a model of 
openness’ - : 


THE ‘CENTRAL intelligence - ee ency,” ° whieh | 
has taken its lumps since Watergate, hag gone so 
_far in trying to-improve its public image that it 
_ Row passes out. information hits. about the pe 
Secret agency to reporters. / yl, a : 
‘That, and .a-new “openness aboot’ the. CIA; 
‘have made it a new model. of American intelli- 
gence; ‘according: to. Adm, Stansfield betaine . 
agency: director. oe fed 
> Turner; i in- Chicago Monday” ta address’ a nee : 
ing of the Chicago Council on Foreign Relations, 
said, however; “We must stil Hove Retrecy in the 1 
intelligence community.” : : : : 
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“BUT WE are cule ‘to review ‘what we. 
can make public, and what can be public will 
be,” he told reporters. His press conference and 
address, part of a series he is. making throughout » 
: the country, was designed to convince sete People 
( of the CIA’s forthrightness, -~ 2 
The information kit included backeround on the : 
CIA and a report it prepared on the international - 
energy outlook to 1985, The CIA’s conclusions - 
were not encouraging for the United States; — 
it reported that ail and gas supplies will ‘increase : 
little outside the OPEC nations. .... .. 4 ye Be 
. Turner, who fired 198 employes of the CIA's: 
operations section, effective March 331, said anoth: ” 
er 700 would be dropped as Oct. 31, 1979, adding . : 
that there is pn © the CIA that iti Ee 
overstaff : : ; 
““T found ‘iat. ‘my two’ predecessors ‘had’ been*" 
planning a major reduction: in: the operation of = 
that section, and. I-made the decision: to 0" i 
ahead, and I also made: additional cuts,” he said. * 
“It’s never easy to tell someone that his Services "5 
are not required, but as a ‘taxpayer: I. ‘cannot 
condone excess personnel.” cn nas: a “shea ie 


ve ceerrns they 


“ THE PRINCIPAL function ‘of ‘the ‘operations: 
section, consisting of 4,000 ‘officers and 4,000 sup- 
port personnel, is the gathering of intelligence. 
Turner said a Sceod part of the CIA program is 

‘ < ‘research that is evaluated. by the patina 
- decision makers, -.-. a 
/ He said he is hopeful that Russia will stop eae 
‘microwave radiation of the U.S, embassy in Mos- *? 
cow that has been going on for _ Fonts. , eae 
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- By Leon Pitt 


. rector, denied here Monday 
- published reports that some 
- $00 CIA agents are being fired 
» because the agency is using 
*. gore efficient technical in- 


~ because I think technological. 
“intelligence will replace hu- 


_ declared. 


_in personnel over the next two 
- years are being made for rea- 
sons of economy, it is also be- 
“Heved that technology is a fac- 


technical { devices, including 
: _ Satellites’ and electronic. inter- 
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Adm. Stansfield-- rirner 
Central Intelligence Agency di- 


. telligence-gathering processes. 
‘“We did not'make the cuts 


‘man intelligence.. ’m merely: 
cutting the overhead, ue Turner : 


He said the ‘statt jae 
announced last August, were 
‘due to a. buildup of personnel 


‘during the Vietnam War. “Ex- 
‘cess people are. not good for ef- 
‘ficiency “and morale .. .,” 

. Turner stressed at a press con- 


ference before addressing a 


‘Incheon of the Chicago Coun- 


cil on Foreign Relations. 
- Newspaper reports over the 


weekend stated that although 


CIA officials had said cutbacks | 


‘tor. In recent years, the CIA 
has_-relied . increasingly on 


ceptors-for:' collection. of infor-| 

A mations, te Bict 
. ‘The “reports. sald the cute. 

+ backs, ‘which are expected to 

* be completed by Dec. 31, 1979, 

~ will cut. deeply into the. top: 

:-vanks of the oe Orga 
_ nization. ..- 1 Ta 

~ ‘Turner - -also" “sald ‘Monday 
‘ America’s commercial micro- 

> wave telecommunications are 

‘being intercepted at the Rus- 

‘slan Embassy In Washington. | 

“The? ‘Soviets are { monitoring, 
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cured telephone Hnks” from: 
* transmitting microwave satel 
lites, he said. ors . 
He said the eanedag 
would: be discussed with the 
» Soviets before long and that, in: 
-the meantime, confidential -in- 
formation should be ~trans- 
“mitted by cable or Sonerypied 
:(coded).” See Sica 
a “This ‘roblera: (microwave 
interception) ’ ‘13 much more - 
widespread,” - Turner’ sald, 
Adding’. that: “industrial “spies. 
and even " private citizens -are. 
“intercepting microwave trans. 
missions. = 6) "2e eos 
_. Turner said his ‘visit ‘to ‘Chr 
cago was “part of the new 
openness” of the, CIA as man- 
-dated by President Carter. He 
said that sirice he assumed 
leadership of the much-criti- 
cized agency last March, it has 
‘become “more open and forth- 
right’: “with © the 2 pmerten 
“publics 500 Pa tcsates | 
’ However,. Turner, a native of 3 
“Highland Park, stressed that. 
we must. have secrecy... You | 
“ean't have sila aa bias 
PeETeRy. eg re ¢ 
“He added that the bute of ine 
. telligence gathering was not 
from “clandestine’’ operations 
¥ but through research ‘Just like. | 
“you would find. in a. Jarge seas 
_ poration or university.” Wy oe 
- Noting that the CIA’ reports } 
* to at least eight congressional 
Committees at various times,’ 
: Turner said the practice gives | 
:-“balance”-to the CIA but it: 
also entails risks, One risk, he | 
“gald, is icone ea aiNe is. 
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Why wasn't CIA able to predict with any certainty the failure 
of the Russian crops? 


CIA missed the crop failure by some 10%--if Mr. Brezhnev either 

is telling us the truth or in fact has good estimates of his 

own. We don't like to miss by 10%, but we are pleased that in 

the last four or five years since the country was sort of taken 

by the great train robbery of 1932 we have developed a reasonably 
good prediction. We were off more this year than before. But 

it is a difficult technique when you are dealing against a closed 
society which is not sharing its information with you. It is 
fortunate that we have a capability to keep abreast of things 

like this which do affect our own economy. But I'd like to say 
we don't think the country was taken this time by the Soviets 
because we were predicting on the first of July onward much larger 
Soviet grain purchases than they were acknowledging. And we think 
the market understood that. 


I would like to ask about the stories of the microwave radiation at 
the American Embassy in Moscow and I suppose what I should ask you 
to tell us what causes it? What can be done to stop it? Just how 
serious is it vis-a-vis our own intelligence in Moscow? 


What causes it is a different set of morals and standards by the 
Soviet Union in the way they behave and standards that they'll go 

to to collect intelligence information. There has been radiation 
against our Embassy there for a number of years. I'm happy to say 
that the power levels of it are low enough that we don't believe its 
an endangerment to human life. It happens that the Soviet standards 
of what radiation people can accept is about a 1,000 times smaller 
than ours. They have not exceeded their standards so we don't think 
it's injurious but it is infideous. It is obviously designed to 

try to interfere with our activities or to obtain information from 
our activities. 
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Can you, with whatever mechanical means you have at your disposal, 
stop this radiation? 


That is very, very difficult to do from a purely mechanical point 
of view. They have the territory around us--they could beam from 
all kinds of directions at us. Technically we have great difficulty 
in actually stopping that kind of thing. It has to be done by 
persuasion rather than by brute force. 


A report states that some of that microwave radiation is caused 

by one of our own antennas on top of the Embassy and that we waited 
a year and a half or so before we took that antenna off because we 
didn't want the Russians to state that we were causing all the 
interference. 


You have better intelligence than I do. I've been away for a couple 
of days and I don't know anything about that particular report. 


Is there any indication that the Soviet intelligence operation in 
this country is using anything like that? 


We know that the Soviets in this country are intercepting our 
commercial microwave transmissions. We don't have any evidence 
of radiation against us like they have in Moscow. 


What is that, sir? 


It's done from their embassy in Washington, D.C. and its a danger 
to us. It's something that we've taken precautions on and on which 
national policy is being formulated and I think will be enunciated 
before too long. I'm not free to go much further until that is 
available to us. 
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How much could they pick up by interception of commercial 
microwave here, in this country? 


Did you all read the interesting report in the press--that 
during the Lufthansa hijacking a man in Israel sat in his 
apartment with an antenna and he listened to the German 
commandos chase plane go into Mogadiscio. He turned that 
information over and it was broadcasted on Israeli radio 
before the raid took place, before the commandos operated. 
Fortunately they managed to get it stopped before it went on 
Israeli television. The information did not apparently get 

to the hijackers. And then that man sat there and listened 

to commando operations and how they were progressing. In 
short, this problem is much more widespread in the world than 
in our country, than just the Soviet Embassy in Washington, D.C. 
Whatever goes onto unclassified telephone links that go on the 
microwave and a lot of it does go on the microwave today. In 
Washington, D.C. you can make telephone calls from one side of 
the city to the other and that call will go 22,000 miles up to 
a satellite and back down again to go 10 miles across the city. 
But if it is on a microwave link, hijackers, gangsters, foreign 
intelligence operators, industrial spies and all work to get 
that information. And it is a problem that the whole country 
has and much more than in the intelligence sphere. 


Is that the same category that is interfered with in Moscow? 

Just how serious is their interference, with normal and/or intelli- 
gence operations in Moscow? Is it just what goes out over telephone 
lines by microwave? Are we able to circumvent this? 


In Moscow we don't have any microwaves. We are not positively clear 
what they are interfering with. They help themselves in ways that 
are very technical and I can't answer that for you--I really can't, 
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(Was unintelligible, but had to do with DDO cutbacks.) 


I came to this job in February and found that my two predecessors 
and the incumbent professionals in the Central Intelligence Agency 
had been planning a major reduction in force in order to get back 
down from the large buildup in Vietnam. In August I made my 
decision to go ahead with that reduction. I cut it back slightly 
and I compressed the time frame to two years to avoid having a 
prolonged period of uncertainty within the Agency. When I 
announced that decision nobody objected to it. There is almost 
unanimity of feeling within the organization that we are over- 
staffed. I promised at that time that the first half of the cut 
would be announced by the first of November and the second half 

by the first of June. We announced those on the first of November 
and now you get a lot of complaints. I'm sorry--it's never easy 

to tell people that their services are no longer required. I 

would like not to have done that. But as a taxpayer I cannot 
condone keeping people on the payroll whom the government doesn't 
need and as a man I'm very concerned with both the effectiveness 
and morale of the Agency. (next few sentences unintelligible) 

We made these announcements, we made these cuts, I think, in the 
long-term interest of the Agency. We did not make them because I 
think technical intelligence is going to replace human intelligence. 
That's not the case. It's a false conclusion of the press to jump 
to because I am not reducing anybody in the overseas components of 
the Directorate of Operations which does our overseas human intelli- 
gence collection efforts. I'm cutting overhead in the Headquarters 
and it's been well announced-~everybody has known. this--that we've 
tried to do it in as fair and humane a way as we can. I would only 
say in conclusion that I'm so delighted that the media of this 
country, after three or four years of intense criticism of the 
Central Intelligence Agency, is now coming to its defense and 
worried that it's going to be too small. 
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With regard to the pirated microwave messages you said that 
hijackers and other people have access to. How serious is 
this? What can be done about it? 


A number of things can be done about it. The most simple one 
is to encrypt it all. Another is to be careful that you don't 
discuss material that you don't want shared with the general 
public on unsecure telephone lines. Another is to take as 
much of your important transmissions as possible and take it 
off the microwave and onto a cable. We are working in all 
kinds of those directions. 


(Unintelligible but relates to WASHINGTON POST article on drug 
testing. ) 


I stated publicly before the Congress to the extent that the 

CIA at any time in its history did testing of drugs unwittingly 
on human beings is abhorrent to me. We do not do it now. Any 
research in that category that we sponsor is worked through 

the Department of Health, Education and Welfare for its approval. 
Let me also put into perspective two things: The program really 
ended in the 1960s--there were little tajl-offs that did not 
involve human beings at a later period; and secondly, there's a 
historical matter. The attitudes and standards of our country 
were different then and we're judging now against today's outlook 
and I think we've got to put it into some perspective like that. 
Secondly, let me say, overall ARTICHOKE, MKULTRA, that whole 
series of problems are almost entirely something that you and 

I would still stand for today--very good research--very well 
motivated and properly done. There were a few excesses that 1 
say I abhorred but the bulk of it was not. 
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Is the CIA working with SAVAK here or in Amman, and if so 
what is the purpose? 


We lived on arrangements with many intelligence organizations 
around the world where we share information; we're helping 
each other in collecting foreign intelligence against third 
parties within the Communist Bloc. We do not have any 
arrangements with SAVAK, KCIA or anyone else that permits 
them to do things in this country in exchange for our doing 
anything else anywhere. That is not part of our arrangement 
and we would not tolerate anything of that nature. 


There have been reports of links between the CIA and the Shah 
of Iran. What relationships exist now between the Shah of 
Iran's country and ours? 


I think I just answered that question as best and as fully as 
I can. We do have liaison relationships with numerous foreign 
intelligence organizations and they are of mutual benefit to 
us and in no way compromise the American standards and values 
and privacy. 


The Japanese news agency a couple of days ago confirmed that the 
Soviet Union has been working on a satellite destroyer. What 
information do you have with regard to the Soviet program in 
that area? 


No question the Soviets have been testing an anti-satellite device 
and the question of how operational jit is at this time 1s difficult 
to define or to disclose. But they have been conducting tests 

over a number of years. The tests have intensified somewhat in 

the last year and a half. So they are clearly moving to achieve 
that capability. 
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Are the COSMOS satellites that they seem to launch every 
month at least--are they being used to target these programs? 


I'm not sure which satellites are being used for the targets 
by name. Yes, they put up a target satellite and they put up 
a killer satellite and they simulate destruction. 


Can you confirm that Japanese news agency report? Have they 
killed another satellite? 


I can only confirm what I told you. The Secretary of Defense 
made a similar statement about two or three weeks ago on that. 
It also said that they had been conducting this test. Some 
of the tests are successful; some of them are not--as in any 
test program. I don't think you can wave from that. 


Will we develop a similar program? 


Will we? That's the Defense Department's problem and they have 
made a statement on that which I think does indicate they are 
developing an anti-satellite. But I really don't want to get 
into that because I'm only here to talk about foreign intelli- 
gence, not U.S. programs. 


Admiral, why did you decide to hold a news conference here in 
Chicago? 


Because I believe that the Intelligence Community must be more 
open, more forthright with the American public. today and therefore 
I'm here to make a speech, several speeches. I'm trying to do 
that as my time permits around the country, and when you come to 

a major center of media operations like this, I think it is 

only desirable from your point of view and mine that I try to 
share with you what I can within the limits of our secrecy. But 

I think today there is more that we can do to share with the 
American public. We have produced a lot of unclassified studies 
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in the last six months on Soviet economy, world energy situation, 
world steel market situation and we're doing this with deliberate 
intent to try to help the American public be better informed 

and to benefit by the taxes that they put into our operations. 

At the same time I hope it will keep us in closer touch with 

the American public and its value and standards because if we 

do not operate intelligence in this country in ways that conform 

with those ethical values and standards we're not doing our job. 


Is this new openness a directive from the President? 


‘Yes. Part of the overall policy that Carter announced before 
he became President even. 


What is the main thrust of your speech? 


You just heard it--just part of it. It's to talk about the new 
model of American intelligence which is different, in my opinion, 
than the old traditional model of intelligence. The old model 

said that intelligence agencies should preserve maximum secrecy~- 
we should operate with minimum supervision. The new model, which 

I think conforms to the standards, outlook and culture of America, 
has more openness as our society is open. And it has more super- 
vision as we have checks and balances built into our governmental 
process. Now don't let me overstate this--we must have secrecy. 
You cannot conduct intelligence without secrecy. But we're trying 
in these studies we've produced publicly to review what we do and 
say, can it be made public without doing harm to the country's 
interests and when it can we'll publish and when we can we'll tell 
you about the process of intelligence, But there are some things 
we can't tell you--the names of agents, exact techniques of various 
collection devices, but we can tell you, for instance, that a very 
large part of intelligence is not a clandestine spying-type operation. 
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It is what you would term at any normal university or any 
major corporation as research. We have lots of analysts who 
research and take the pieces of intelligence and pull them 
together into a picture puzzle and try to evaluate it and 
give our decistonmakers in this country a better basis for 
making their decisions. 


(Unintelligible. ) 


I don't think we can change the American standards and jeopardize 
the values for which we stand to accommodate lesser standards 

of other people. I don't believe that it is necessary in this 
new openness and morality to get to a level of ineffectiveness 
that will endanger the country. It is always a very difficult 
judgmental decision to be made here and part of what the 
President has sought and directed in a recent reorganization of 
the Intelligence Community is a proper balance between more 
oversight and yet preservation of secrecy. It is a difficult 
balance that has to be worked out carefully. We are doing that 
and I'm confident that it is going to come out well but I'll tell 
you very sincerely I think it will take several years to do it. 
It will take several years to work out these procedures. For 
instance, with the new intelligence oversight committees in the 
Congress. Senator Stevenson of our state is a member of the 
Senate Committee and Representative McClory of Lake Forest is a 
member of the House Committee. We work very closely with those 
people today in establishing the rules that will govern our 
judgments on what the country's willing to do--what risks we're 
willing to take to get information that is not available to open 
sources. 
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In relation to that, the amount of work that is going to be done 

with the members of the intelligence staff. Obviously when 

they make an approach to Capitol Hill many people become involved 
in an information process; the staff assistants, the secretaries, 
etc. That information could go through different facilities; how 
are you going to keep it limited? 


We've not had major problems thus far. We make a judgment on each 
piece of information we pass. Sometimes we have to narrow it 
down and have one or two staff members only to the council to the 
committee. Sometimes we have no staff members. We have to treat 
it in accordance with the delicacy of the information. We have 

to feel our way into this relationship so that they are comfortable 
with what we're giving them and we're comfortable that it isn't 
going to leak out, There are two risks in this whole operation 
of being more open and being under more supervisory control. The 
first is the risk of timidity. That we make at least common 
denominator intelligence that we may be unwilling to take risks. 
The second is the risk you pointed out of leaks from the number 
of people involved. I believe that we have and are developing 

an adequate balance between the risk-taking of timidity or leaks 
and that level of oversight that will give us assurance against 
abuse, assurances in performing in the way the country wants. 

I'm pleased and confident at the direction we're moving and I 
think they will let us keep the secrecy we need and at the same 
time perform only in ways that will strengthen. our society rather 
than weaken it. 
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It is really a great treat to be here and I most appreciate 
your asking me to be with you to talk about what we are doing in the 
world of intelligence to serve you and to serve the country better. 
We're reshaping the intelligence structure of your country. President 
Carter directed a major effort in this direction in February and after 
six months of scrutiny and close study, in August the President issued 
directives to make changes in the way we are organized. And as a 
result of this, we are starting an evolution today toward what I 
would call a new model of intelligence--an American model. This 
model contrasts with the old or traditional model in which intelligence 
organizations always operated in a cloak of maximum secrecy while 
attempting to operate with minimum of supervision. We hope today to 
develop a new model which is built to conform with American standards 
and culture. On the one hand jit will be more open as our society is; 
on the other hand it will be more controlled with a system of checks 
and balances which characterize our governmental process. So I thought 
jt might be of interest to you today if I discussed some of the actions 
we're taking to move toward this new model. 

The President's directive of last August had two fundamental 
tenets in it. The first was to strengthen control over the entire 
intelligence apparatus of our country, thereby hoping to promote greater 
effectiveness. The second tenet was to assure stringent oversight 
control thereby increasing accountability. 

Now, let me point out that I am the Director of the Central 
Intelligence Agency, but this is only one of the many intelligence 
agencies of the government. There are intelligence activities, of 
course, resident in the Department of Defense, Department of State, 
Treasury, FBI, and even the new Department of Energy. But I am also 
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the Director of Central Intelligence. And in that capacity my task 
is to coordinate, bring together into one effective, harmonious 
operation the activities of all of these intelligence organizations. 

The reorganization the President directed in August strengthens 
my hand in that regard in two very specific ways. It gave me full 
authority over the budgets of all of these intelligence activities 
I've enumerated and secondly, it gave me full authority to direct 
the tasking--the day-to-day operations of these organizations. This 
should enable me to better control, to coordinate this total effort 
of collecting intelligence, analyzing and producing it. And this is 
really what was intended, in my opinion, in the National Security Act 
of 1947 which first established the Central Intelligence Agency. 

Some of the media have portrayed this as a creation of a dangerous 
and potential intelligence czar and I think this represents a misunder- 
standing of the intelligence process as such. Let me explain that 
intelligence is divided into two separate functions. The first is 
collecting information and that is the costliest and riskiest of our 
operations. Here you want good control. Here you want to be sure 
there is a minimum of overlap because it's very costly and to be sure 
there is a minimum of possibility of a gap in what you are collecting-- 
because that can be very costly in a different manner. And only 
centralized control, in my opinion, will ensure this collection effort 
js well coordinated. The second half of intelligence--on college campuses 
it would be called research--is analysis, estimating, pulling all the 
little pieces of information that are obtained by the collectors into 
a puzzle and trying to make a picture of it. Trying to give the decion- 
makers, the policymakers of our country a better basis upon which to 
make those decisions. 
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Now let me make it clear that I do not, under this new 
reorganizations, control the people who do all this analysis. I 
control those in the CIA but there is a strong analytic capability 
in the Department of Defense and again in the Department of State 
and our quest is to see to it that there is competitive, overlapping 
analyses. The Department of State specializes in political inter- 
pretation with a second suit in economics. The Department of Defense 
specializes in military with a second suit in political. The CIA 
covers the waterfront. So we have assurance that there will be 
divergent views come forward if they are warranted. And we encourage 
that and we want to be sure that the decisionmakers don't get just 
one point of view when several are justified. 

Just let me remind you that should I try to be a czar, should I 
try to shortchange the dissenting and minority views, there is a 
Cabinet officer in the Department of Defense and a Cabinet officer 
in the Department of State who manage those intelligence analytic 
operations and if I try to run roughshod over them, I'm sure those 
Cabinet officers are not going to fail to take advantage of the 
access they have to get their amendments forward. So we are not 
trying to setup a centralized control over the important interpretive 
process, but over the collecting process. And I sincerely believe 
that this new organizational arrangement is going to assure better 
performance in both collecting and interpreting our intelligence for 
this country. 

The fact that the President, Vice President and many other top 
officials spent so much time in working on this new reorganization, 

I believe is indicative of a keen awareness throughout the top 
echelons of our government that good intelligence is perhaps more 
important to our country today than in any time since the creation 
of the Central Intelligence Agency thirty years ago. 
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You remember thirty years ago we, of course, had absolute 
military superiority. Since then the failure of the Soviets to 
make their system grow adequately in other areas of the military 
has led them to accent that particular competition. They have, I 
believe, achieved a position of reasonable parity in most areas 
of the military. That makes the value of our intelligence product 
much more important. When you know your enemy's potential and 
something of his intentions, you can use your forces to much greater 
advantage. Now, he doesn't give that information away but we can 
pick up pieces here and pieces there and over a long period of time 
you can bring that together. It gives your military commanders a 
sense of leverage for their somewhat equal forces. 

Now, let's look past the military scene. Thirty years ago 
we were also a very dominant and independent economic power. Today 
we are in an era of economic interdependence, a growing inter- 
dependence, and the jmpact on our economy of events of other economies 
4s more and more apparent. And here, too, |] believe we desperately 
need good intelligence in order to make sure that we don't lost our 
shirt in the international economic arena. 

Also, on the political side, thirty years ago we were the 
dominant political influence in the world. Today even some of the 
most pipsqueak nations insist on a totally independent course of 
action. They go their own way and they don't want to be dictated to 
by Soviets or ourselves. Here again we must be smart, we must under- 
stand the attitudes, the cultures, the outlooks, the policies of these 
countries so that we are not outmaneuvered in this process, 

Now at the same time that we are trying to produce better intelli- 
gence in all three of these fields we must, of course, be very careful 
that we do not undermine the principles, the standards of our country in 
the process of so doing. Thus, the second leg of the President's 
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new policy--which is better oversight. Some of the mechanisms to 
conduct that oversight are, first, the keen and regular participation 
by both the President and the Vice President in the intelligence 
process. I can assure you they are both very much on top of it. But 
beyond that, we have a formalized procedure now in the intelligence 
oversight committees in the Congress. We have a committee called 

the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence and we are working very 
well with it. Our own Senator, Adlai Stevenson, is a member of that 
Committee and I really enjoy working with him. But we have the 
relationship here of closeness but yet aloofness. Closeness in that 
I feel very free in going to them for help and advice, particularly 
when I'm involved with other committees of the Congress and there may 
be boundaries that are being encroached upon. But aloofness in that 
I very definitely report to them when they call and want to know what 
we are doing and how we're doing it and why. It is a good oversight 
procedure. 

The House of Representatives last August set up a corresponding 
committee. Representative McClory from Lake Forest is a member of 
that and a very fine and active one. And we hope and are sure that 
that relationship will develop as has the one with the Senate. 

Beyond this we have oversight in what is known as the Intelligence 
Oversight Board, comprised of three distinguished Americans; ex-Senator 
Gore, Ex-Governor Scranton, and Mr. Tom Farmer, a lawyer from Washington, 
They are appointed by the President. Their only task is to oversee 
the legality and the propriety of our intelligence operations. They 
report only to the President. Anyone may go to them, bypassing me, 
saying, look, that fellow Turner is doing something dastardly or 
somebody else in the Intelligence Community is doing something he 
shouldn't be doing. The Board will look into it and let the President 
know whether they think he should do something in response. 
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Now let me be perfectly clear and perfectly honest with you. 
There are risks to the oversight process. The first is that of 
timidity, I would say. Timidity in that it's easy when you're 
overseeing something to decide not to take a risk, not to take a 
chance and we could fail to do things that may be very important 
to the long-term benefit of our country. It may put avoidance 
of current risk over gaining of long-term benefits. And secondly 
the risk of security leaks. The more you proliferate the number of 
people involved in sensitive secret intelligence operations, the 
more danger there is of some inadvertent leak of release. I am 
confident at this time that we are moving to establish that 
right balance between the amount of oversight and the amount of 
danger that it entails. But it will be two or three years before 
we shake this process out--before we establish just how those 
relationships are going to exist. And in that time, in that process, 
we are going to need the understanding and support of the Congress 
and that, of course, means the support and understanding of the 
American people. 

Accordingly, we are now reappraising the traditional outlook 
toward secrecy, toward relationships with the public and we are 
adopting a policy of more openness, more forthrightness in the hope 
that we can do this at the same time as we ensure preservation of 
that secrecy which is absolutely fundamental. As a first step we've 
tried to be more accessible to the American media. We have appeared 
on GOOD MORNING AMERICA, 60 MINUTES, TIME magazine and also we 
respond more readily now to inquiries from the media. We try to 
give substantive, meaningful answers whenever we can within the limits 
of our necessary secrecy. 
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But perhaps more interesting to you who are so concerned 
with international affairs of this country, we are also today 
trying to share more of the product of our intelligence efforts-- 
more of the analyses, the estimates, the studies that we do. 

In fact, we have a policy that when we do a study and it comes 

out secret, top secret, or destroy before reading or whatever we 

may label it, we try to reduce it down to an unclassified form 

and ask ourselves the question, "Will this product still be useful 
to the American public?" If it is, we feel we have an obligation 

to print it and publish it. We are doing that to the maximum extent 
we can. 

You have heard of our study last March on the world energy 
outlook. We've recently done one on the world steel prospects, 
whether there is over-capacity and what the expected demand is. 
We've done studies and published them on the Chinese and Soviet 
energy prospects. And under the aegis of the Joint Economic 
Committee of Congress last July we published one on the outlook 
for the Soviet economy itself. 

Let me describe that just very briefly to give you the flavor 
of what we think we can put out in unclassified form what we hope to 
be of value to you and other Americans and perhaps help improve the 
general quality and tenor of American debate of major issues affecting 
our country. Previously, CIA has looked at the Soviet economy and 
felt that generally it had a capability to achieve three things; to 
sustain the level of military growth that they were trying to do to 
catch up with us generally; to make improvements if not spectacular 
improvements, in the quality of life inside the Soviet Union; and to 
sustain enough investment to carry on a generally growing economy. 
Our most recent study reexamines these premises and comes to the 
conclusion that the outlook for the Soviets is perhaps more bleak 
today in the economic sphere than at any time since the death of Stalin. 
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This is based on our belief that the Soviets have maintained 
their levels of productivity over these many years primarily 

by infusing large quantities of labor and capital and we think 
they are coming to a dead end here. For instance, in the 1960s 
they had a very big drop in their birth rate. In the 1980s the 
rate of growth of their labor force is going to drop markedly from 
about 1.5 percent to about .5 percent. They are not going to be 
able to find the additional labor to go into increases, keep up 
their productivity. A lot of the growth of their labor force 
also today is coming from the central Asian areas of the Soviet 
Union where they just don't like to go on into the big cities. 

Secondly, as far as investment is concerned--capital--their 
resources are becoming more scarce and more difficult to obtain. 
They're having to reach for minerals further into the Siberian 
wasteland which is costly. They can't bring in as much as they 
have before, particularly in the area of petroleum where we have 
made this forecast that their emphasis in recent years on current 
production has been at the expense of developing reserves and new 
supplies. 

Now if you look carefully at the Soviet's five-year development 
plan you'll see that they are the ones who predict they are not going 
to be able to make the same infusions of capital and labor as they 
have in the past. They, however, do come to the conclusion that 
somehow and nonetheless they are going to increase productivity. 

We don't think that is in the cards. We see no sign of increasing 
efficiency, no sign of any willingness to become less shackled to 
their economic doctrines which are harnessing them back. Instead, 
we think the Soviets in the years ahead between now and the early 
1980s are going to be faced with some difficult pragmatic choices. 
One may be a debate over the size, the amount of investment in their 
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armed forces. Clearly, this is one avenue to find labor and 
capital. Another may be over whether they will continue to 
fulfill their promises for the delivery of oi] to the Eastern 
European satellites. Will they be able to afford doing this 
when it becomes more and more difficult for them to obtain hard 
currency. And the third may be, what are they going to do to 
obtain the necessary foreign exchange to sustain the rate of 
infusion of American and Western technology and equipment which 
they are currently depending upon to increase and improve their 
economic position. Interestingly, when they face these and other 
decisions there is a high probability that they are going to be in 
the midst of a major leadership change. It could be a very difficult 
time and situation for them. It may go very smoothly--we just can't 
tell. 
One of the important points that comes out of all this is 
that we believe as they make these policy decisions it's not going 
to be remote from you and me--it's going to be jmportant to us. 
What they do with their armed forces obviously impacts on what we 
do with ours. What they do with their oi] inputs to the Eastern 
European countries and whether that area remains politically stable 
is going to have a major impact on the events throughout the European 
scene. If there is too much competition for energy because they 
don't produce what they need, what is that going to do to the overall 
world prices of petroleum? If they enter the money markets in an 
attempt to borrow more from us and others in the West, what is going 
to be our response? What is going to be our policy in that regard? 
Now let me say that when we produce a study like this we are not 
so confident that we don't want to have a good debate with the others 
in the American public as to the quality of what we've done. And 
therefore we find that publishing these studies is also helping us to 
maintain a good dialogue with the American public. When we did the | 


Approved For Release 2004/11/01 : CIA-RDP88-01315R000200330001-9 


Approved For Release 2004/11/01 : CIA-RDP88-01315R000200330001-9 


-~10~- 


oil study last March, for instance, and it received criticism 

from the press, we wrote to professors, to oil companies, to think 
tanks who had come out with criticisms and we said, "Detail those 
for us--we'd like to have them." When they did we invited them to 
come into the Agency and discuss them with us and we had some very 
interesting and stimulating dialogues of the results. It's very 
beneficial to us to publish these studies as well, I hope, as to 
the American public. We hope as more of them come off the press 
we will have more dialogue with the business community and with 
academia. 

Let me assure you, however, while we're on this subject of 
openness, that we cannot and we will not open up everything. There 
clearly must be a degree of intelligence that remains secret. 

Some of the information behind the Soviet oi] and economic studies 
clearly was derived from very sensitive sources. They would dry up 
if we made them known. Thus, we can't forget that while we're 

moving ahead with this dialogue with the public and trying to build 
up more public understanding and respect for what we do in defense 

of our country, we must also obtain the public understanding for 
preserving that level of secrecy which is essential for these 
activities. In short, we're moving in two directions at once today. 
On the one hand, we're opening up more, but in that process we expect 
to obtain greater secrecy for what remains classified. When too much 
is classified it is not respected and not well treated. The other 
direction we're moving is simply to tighten the noose of security 
around those things which must be kept secret. 

What I'm really saying in summary is that we're trying to 
develop a model of intelligence uniquely tailored to this country, 
which on the one hand balances an increased emphasis on openness with 
a preservation of that necessary secrecy where it truly is necessary. 
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And the model which also combines an emphasis on continued 
effectiveness in getting the job done and obtaining that informa- 
tion which our policymakers require while on the other hand 
exercising effective control. I am confident that while this 
model is still evolving it is moving in a direction in which we 
can preserve the necessary secrecy while at the same time conducting 
our necessary intelligence operations only in a way which will in 
the long run strengthen our open and free society. 

Thank you very much. 


-END- 
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6 October 1977 


Mr. Zygmunt Nagorskj 

Council on Foreign Relations 
The Harold Pratt House 

58 East 68th Street 

New York, New York 10021 
Dear Mr. Nagorski: 

Just a short note to send along 
some recent declassified Central Intelli- 
gence Agency publications. 

It was a pleasure meeting you last 
night-~our visit to the Foreign Relations 
Council was most enjoyable. 

All the best. 


Sincerely, 


Herbert E. Hetu 


Enclosures 
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Herb Hetu Admiral Turner's Personal Staff 


Admiral Turner's Personal Staff 
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MEMBERS ARE REQUESTED TO REMAIN UNTIL THE TERMINATION OF THE SESSION 
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The Thomas J. Watson Vleetings 
You are cordially invited to attend 
A Meeting 
in honor of 
e ADMIRAL STANSFIELD TURNER, USN 
Director of Central Intelligence 


at the Harold Pratt House 


Wednesday, October 5, 1977 
5:15-6:30 pm 


SECRECY AND MORALITY: IN INTELLIGENCE 


McGeorge Bundy 
President, The Ford Foundation 
will preside 


MEMBERS ACCEPTING THIS INVITATION WILL BE EXPECTED TO STAY UNTIL THE END OF THE SESSION. 


MEMBERS ARRIVING AFTER 5:30 ARE REQUESTED TO REMAIN IN THE MARBLE HALL 
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‘etutive Registry 


Washington, D.C. 20505 


7 July 1977 


Dear Zyg, 


Thanks so much for the invitation to 
address the New York Council on Foreign Relations. 
I accept with pleasure. 


I understand my staff has been in touch and 
Wednesday afternoon, 5 October, is amenable to all. 
My staff will continue to be in touch with you to 
coordinate the final details. 


Thank you again for the invitation and I look 
forward to meeting you in October. 


Yours sincer 


STANSFIELD TURNER 


Mr. Zygmunt Nagorski 

Council on Foreign Relations, Inc. 
The Harold Pratt House 

58 East 68th Street 

New York, New York 10021 
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The Thomas J. Watson Meetings 
ZYGMUNT NAGORSKI. Directcr 


March 21, 1977 


Admiral Stansfield Turner, USN 


Director 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505 


Dear Stan: 


Your appearance on "Face the Nation! yes- 
terday once again whetted my appetite. 
Could we fitm up a date to have you visit 
the Council sometime next Octdver-November 
so that we could have a daté re ed on 
both of our calendars? 


The formulating of a subject and other 
logistics we can leave until a later date. 
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DATE RECEIVED: 10 May 77 DATE OF EVENT: last week, Dec 77 
1. INFORMATION REGARDING THE APPOINTMENT: 


a. Source: Tel :(212) 734-0400 Ltr Fm: Mr. Zygmunt Nagorski 
b. Type of event: Council on Foreign Relations meeting 


c. Special occasion: Asks DCI_to speak 


d. Date/Time: last week in December 77 


_last_ week In Lbecene 


e. Location: NYC 


ee eg 


f. Significant info: The meeting is held for college age sons and daughters 


of Council members. 


eel 


a 


2. SCHEDULE: 


a eye 


3. RECOMMENDATIONS: 


Schedule _ Regret Remarks 
AIDE 
EA 


4, DCI DECISION: 
a. SCHEDULE NO ; SEE ME 


—————— 


b. ADDITIONAL ATTENDEES 


c. PASS TO: DDCI D/DCI/IC D/DCI/NI OTHER 


5. AIDE FINAL ACTION: 
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The Thomas J. Watson Meetings 
ZYGMUNT NAGORSKI, Director May 3 ; 1977 


Admiral Stansfield Turner, USN 
Director 

Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505 


Dear Stan: 


Following on our earlier correspondence, I want to explore with you 
an idea which I hope you will find acceptable. 


Every year during the Christmas college vacation, the Council holds 

a meeting to which members may bring their college age sons and 
daughters. The purpose is to expose young people to the kind of 
intellectual climate which exists at the Council. It also gives 

them access to people they usually do not have the opportunity to meet. 
The thought occurred to me that in view of the crisis in confidence 
which has developed over the years between younger Americans and the 
intelligence community, you might want to be our annual speaker for 
the occasion. A topic related to the role of intelligence in an open 
society would perhaps be an appropriate one for the meeting. 


Please let me know if you would consider this invitation favorably. 
This meeting is usually held during the last week in December. 


With kind regards, 


Singerely, 


Cc 


Zyemun#} Nagorski 


ZN.es 
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTEL 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 
National Intelligence Officers 


7 September 1976 


MEMORANDUM FOR: D/DCI/NI 


| FROM: James R. Lilley 
| National Intelligence Officer for China 


SUBJECT: Invitation to Speak on China to 
Council on Foreign Relations 


This is to amend my memo of 26 July 1976 (copy attached). 
The Council on Foreign Relations has asked me to speak in 
Tampa Bay Florida rather than in Louisville on 28 September. 


I have accepted this change. 


STAT 


ames R. Lilley 


Attachment: . 
As stated 


STAT ier 
: NIO/CH-JRLilley: fmt 7 September 1976 


Distribution: 
Orig. §& 1 - Addressee, w/att. 
- Asst. to DCI, w/att. 
- D/Sec., w/fatt. 
C/ CCS, Ww/StE: 
- NIO/CH, w/att. 
~ NIO/RI, w/att. 
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 


National Intelligence Officers 


26 July 1976 


MEMORANDUM FOR: D/DCI/NI 


VIA: Assistant to the DCI 
Director of Security 
Chief, Central Cover Staff 


SUBJECT: Invitation to Speak on China to 
Council on Foreign Relations 


i. Rolland Bushner, Program Director of the Council on 
Foreign Relations, has invited me to speak before the Nashville 
Committee on Foreign Relations which is affiliated with the 
Council. He would like me to speak on Developments in China. 
As is the custom with the Council my remarks will be on a not- 
for-attribution basis and there will not be publicity. 


oe Mr. Bushner has suggested that my talk at Nashville 
take place at a date of my choice after mid September 1976. 
He has also asked that I consider speaking before several 
other committees such as those in Louisville, Indianapolis 
and St. Louis. 


2 I propose that I accept his offer to speak in Nash- 
ville on 27 September and Louisville on the 28th of September. 
If these go well and we believe it worthwhile, I can return 
later to talk at Indianapolis and St. Louis. 


4. I will use some classified data through Confidential 
but will blend it in to my talk. 


STAT 


James R. Lilley j 
National Intelligence Office 


for China 
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 


National Intelligence Officers 


26 July 1976 


MEMORANDUM FOR: D/DCI/NI 


VIA: a Assistant to the DCI 
Director of Security 
Chief, Central Cover Staff 


SUBJECT: Invitation to Speak on China to 
Council on Foreign Relations 


1. Rolland Bushner, Program Director of the Council on | 
Foreign Relations, has invited me to speak before the Nashville 
Committee on Foreign Relations which is affiliated with the 

Council. He would like me to speak on Developments in China. 
As is the custom with the Council my remarks will be on a not- 
for-attribution basis and there will not be publicity. 


Bie Mr. Bushner has suggested that my talk at Nashville 
take place at a date of my choice after mid September 1976. 
He has also asked that I consider speaking before several 
other committees such as those in Louisville, Indianapolis 
and St. Louis. 


Se I propose that I accept his offer to speak in Nash- | 
ville on 27 September and Louisville on the 28th of September. 

If these go well and we believe it worthwhile, I can return 
later to talk at Indianapolis and St. Louis. 


4. I will use some classified data through Confidential 
but will blend it in to my talk. 


ames R. Lilley 
National Intelligence Officer 


for China 
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December 23, 1975 


Mr. Rolland Bushner 


noha ‘ ; 

Council on Foreign Relations, Inc. 
$8 Bast 68th Street — 
New York, New York 10021 


Dear Mr. Bushner, 


Thank you very much for your kind letter 
about the possibility of speaking at 
Charlottesville on January 10th. I am afraid 
I must regret that I cannot undertake this 
engagement, as I have some other plans for 
that day. I do Ser etre your thinking of 
me, however, and thank you for passing the 
word along. 


Sincerely, 


ish W. E. Colby 


W. B. Colby 
Director 


WEC:1m (23 Dec 75) 
Distribution: 
Orig - Addressee 
1 - DCI (w/Basic) 
1 - Asst/DCI 
1 - ER 


Ev 
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Mr. Bushner, Council for Foreign Relations, NY |_ — 


Called us to YTemind that Mr. Colby was going to saarces San Franeisco 
Committee on Foreign Relations last December, but that he called it off 
and promised to reconsider later. Would DCI accept now? 


val 


[ 


t 


25X1 
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31 December 1974 


Hr. Bayless Manning 
Prosidenc eee ey ‘ 
Council on Foreign Relations, Inc. 


58 East 68th Street 
New York, New York 10021 


Dear Mr. Manning: 


“please let me supplement my letter accepting _ 
your kind invitation for membership with one 
expressing my appraciation for your letter of 
December 27th. I understand your concern ower. 
the breach of the house rules, but I assure you * 
that the incident does not in any way reduce my 
high opinion of the Council-and its membership. ©  ; > 
This kind of slip must be accepted as a part of os Se 
our life style today, and it is ny responsibility - ee ere Hay 
in any event to avoid divulging claasified infor-- 3 Em, & “) w 
mation outside authorized channels. .Thus, pléase 
let me thank you for your letter but assure you . 
that it will in no way restrict my willingness to 
speak before the Council on future occasions if 
J am ever asked. : Apo? 25 


Sincerely, . 
“Jef W. E. Colby. 


Ww. E,. Colby 


. Director 
WEC:jlp (31 Dec 74) 
Distributim: 
Original ~ Addressee 
- DCL w/basic 
1 - ER 
Ye Me, Cre vote OC aivewn ho. oer eee te) 


Eu 


Approved For Release 2004/11/01 : CIA-RDP88-01315R000200330001-9 


, Executive F 


& “4 


_o Approved FocRalesg€ 44047) Nor He ROPRE RE I SRIOAITS 000 1-9 y we ser? 


THE H: AROLD PRATT HOUSE | 58 EAST 68TH STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 | TEL. (212) 535-3300 | CABLE: COUNFOREL, NEW YORK 


OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
December 27, 1974 


Dear Mr. Colby: 


I am enclosing for you a copy of a letter Ihave sent today to all 
Council members who attended the meeting and dinner with you on Decem- 
ber 16. 


The letter speaks for itself. But I wanted to let you know personally, 
and on behalf of the Council, how sorry we are for the breach of our house 
rules that followed your talk. Ican only assure you that we know of only 
two or three such infractions that have occurred in the entire 52 year 
history of the Council and that our non~attribution representations made 
to you in our invitation to speak here were made in the best of good faith. 


It is an odd quirk of timing that I should be compelled to write an 
apology to you just after sending you the board's invitation to become a 
Council member. Despite the inauspicious circumstances, I hope we can 
look forward to your acceptance of Council membership. 


Very truly yours, 


Mr. William E. Colby 
Director 

Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505 
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BAYLESS MANNING 


President 


December 27, 1974 


Dear Council Member: 


I write to report to you, as one of those who attended the December 16 
meeting at which the Council's guest was Mr. William Colby, that a recent 
article in the New York Times attributes certain statements to Mr. Colby and 
identifies them as having been made at the Council meeting. 


As you know, while meeting participants are of course encouraged to 
draw freely on the increased understanding that comes from Council discussions, 
in order to encourage forthright expression it is a rule of the Council that 
participants will not subsequently attribute to other participants statements 
made in the course of a Council meeting, nor identify the source as having 
been a Council meeting. 


The Council's non-attribution rule is regularly brought to the attention 
of persons invited to speak here. There is reason to believe that the rule 
and its observance are important considerations in the ability of the Council to 
attract outstanding speakers and that they contribute to the willingness of 
visitors to speak freely. The rule is also, as you know, routinely brought 
to the attention of Council members at the outset of each meeting and is considerec 
an important factor encouraging uninhibited expressions of opinion by Council 
members. It is thus of great importance to the Council's program that the 
non-attribution rule be honored by all Council members. 


The recent statements that appeared in the press can only mean that 
some member or members of the Council have committed a violation of the 
non-attribution rule. This incident has been a matter of embarrassment 
to all of us and I have written a letter of apology to Mr. Colby. I hope that 
this letter, which Iam sending to all of the members who attended the meeting 
on December 16, will serve as an indication of the very serious concern with 
which this matter is viewed, and an expression of trust that such a breach 
will not be repeated. 


Very truly yours, 


+ Bagh Mh 


———— 
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-. Richard Helms 


FILES ON CITIZENS 


Helms Reportedly Got 
Surveillance Data in 
Charter Violation 


. BY SEYMOUR M.HERSH | 


Spectal to Tre New Yors Times 


WASHINGTON, Dec. 21—The! 


Centra} Intelligence Agency, di- 
rectly violating its charter, con- 
ducted a massive illegal do- 
mestic inteiligence operation 
during. the. 
tion against’ the antiwar move- 
ment and other dissident 
‘groups in the United States, 
‘according to well-placed Gov- 
-ermment sources. 
| An extensive investigation by 
The New York Times has estab- 
lished that ict files om 
at Jeast 1O.0G0 American citl- 
zens were tained by a 
ispecial unit af the JA. 4hat 
‘was repor 
‘ard elms, 
ccantwal En 
tee Anis 


gence 


seed Cored 
aia Paw 


DISSIDED 


4 
i 


Nixon Administra-, 


BW LJVAN J tviow 


22 DEC 1974 


"Approved pls eloase 200 


Pi RAL! 


"AGAINS 


‘James R. Schlesinger * 


In addition, the sources said, 
ia check of the C.LA.’s domestic 
‘files ordered last year by Mr. 
‘lHelms’s successor, James R. 
‘Schlesinger, produced evidence ' 
lot dozens of other illegal activi- 
i ties by members of the C.LA. 
abe the United States, be- 
uning in the nineteen- -fifties, | 
rachudine break-ins, wiretap- 
‘ping and the surreptitious in- 
|| snection of mail. 
| A Different Category 
j- Mr. Schlesinger Was suc- 
ceeded at the C.LA. by William . 
E. Colby in late 1973. 

Those alleged operations, 
while also prohibited by law, 
were not targeted at dissident 
American citizens, the sources 
said, but were a different cate- 
sory of domestic activities that 
were secretly carried out as 
part of operations aimed at 
euspectnd foreign intelligence 
agents operating in the United 
States. 

Undar the 1947 act setting 
up the C.LA. the agency was 
fortidden to nave “police, sub- 
-poena, law enfercemant powers 
or internal security functions" 
inside the. Uniced States, Those 


responsibilities fait to Uhe FBT. 


courity unit to 


eterna 
" 


AAA! 13. 


oars ee 9? : 


The How York Times 


“William E. Colby 


Me. Helms, who left the | 
Cc. 4h A. in February, 1973, for - 
Ihis new post in Te heran, could 
‘not be reached despite tele- 
‘Iphone calls there yesterday 
and today. 

} Network of Infoermants 

Charles Cline, a duty officer 


at the American Embassy in: — 


Teheran, said today that a note : 
informing Mr. Helms of the re- 
lquest by The Times for com- . 
ment had bean delivered to Mr. 
Helms’s quarters this morning. ° 
By late evening Mr. Helms had | 
not returned the call. 

“This is explosive, it could 
destroy the agency,” one offi- , 
cial with access to details of 
the alleged domestic spying on 

ego 


similar in intent to tne Army! 
dormestic surveillance programs 
that were censured by Congress: 
four years 729. 

“Thera was no excuse for. 
whet the agency did,” the 
source. said. “What you had| 
was’ an insulated secret police: 
opency not under internal ques-— 
tion: or audit! 


A i, : 
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in an interview. . 
He described the program as| 


“tary of 1 


‘those who hac 


5RO000200330001-9 


ized agents to follow and pho-! 
tograph participants in antiwar] 
and other demonstrations. The: 
C.Y.A, also set up. a network of: 
informants who were ordered: 
to penetrate .antivar groups, 

the sources said. . 

At Jeast one avowedly anti-! 
war member of Congress was) 
among those placed under sur- 
veillance by the CLA, the. 


. sources said. Other members 03, 
: Congress were said to be ine. 
- cluded in the C.LA’s dossier: 


on dissident Americans. | 
“The names of the various . 
Congressmen could not be. 
Jearned, nor could any specific, 
‘Gnformation about domestic 
CA. break-ins and ie 

ings be obtained. i 
Tt also could not be deter- 
mined whether Mr. Helms had 
had specific authority from 
top aides to initiate the alleged 
" doraastic surveillance, or 
whether Mr. Helms had in- 
formed the President of the 
fruits, if any of the alleged 
operations. 


Distress Reported 
These alleged activities ave 
known to have distressed both 
Mr. Sentes: now the Secre- 
: and Mr. Colby. 
reportedty taid 
he is consider 


niger, 


se 
Mr, Colby has 
ASSOCIALYS that 


2 


ing the possibility of askiag the 
Attorney General ta instiute 
jegal action ag some Of 


na i been involved 
in the clancesti ite aemestic ac- 
tivities, 
One cificin 
ly ins olyed ip 
inquiry fast 


Pa nO a es 
ihe a 


v oar inte 


Sotto: 


‘ ‘with foreign intel igmacs throats, 


_ ROLLAND BUSHNER as ue 


Tran ws ad sane 
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THE HAROLD PRATT HOUSE | 58 EAST 68TH STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y, 10021 | TEL. ( 


uy be 


Director 
Committees on Foreign Relations Program 


December 17, 1974 we 


The Honorable William E. Colby 
Director, Central Intelligence Agency 
McLean, Virginia 


Dear Mr. Colby: 


The officers of the San Francisco Committee on Foreign Relations were delighted 
to learn that you had agreed in principle to meet with that group in conjunction 
with your trip to San Francisco for a luncheon with the Commonwealth Club on 
January 17, They proposed that you meet with the Committee at dinner on January 
16, or if that would not be possible they would suggest a reception from about 
37 pem, to 6:30 p.m. or a luncheon from 12:00 to 1:30 p.m. on the same day. If 
that would not work and you will be in San Francisco on January 15, a dinner or 
reception on that day would be another possibility. 


Committee meetings are informal and off-the-record like the roundtable dinner that 
followed the general meeting here at the Council yesterday, As with that group, 
the wider perspective to be gained from your frank but considered comments to the 
leaders who belong to the Committee would be reflected widely, 


In a few days I shall telephone your secretary, as you suggested, to see where a 
meeting with this Committee could be fitted into your San Francisco visit. 


Sincerely, 


e. 


VA Carat £ ANA 


Rolland Bushner 
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Approve 


> foma'ne. ‘937 * Use previous editions 


DIRECT REPLY 


[DIRECT REPLY __| 
[oisPaTcH | 


| Remarks: 

Per our telephone conversation, Mr. Colby 
asked that you get him out of this. As I mentioned, 
this matter had been raised with the Director when 
he was at the Council on Foreign Relations in New 
York. 


Mr. Bushner followed up his letter with a tele 
phone call to me on Monday, 23 December. At 
that time, I explained that Mr. Colby had been 
_ planning on leaving Washington on Thursday, 16 

January, stopping in Ohio at Wright-Patterson and 
then going on to San Francisco that evening; in 
this connection, I asked if his meeting with the 


"FOLD HERE TO RETURN TO SENDER 
“FRO 


O/DCI 
d For Reléase-2004/4-4/04—-¢ 
Es 


%* «’? 
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Approved For kelease padaitiors - CIA-RDP88- 01315R000200330001-9 
~ Council could ‘be on Friday night, the 17th, rather 
than on the 16th. He commented that Friday is not 
usually a good day but he would check it out and be 
back in touch with me. None of this makes any dif- 
ference now, but I wanted you to Bnew. of his conver- 
sation with me. : - SRE oT eT: 


STAT 
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* MAR 23 1972 


By Thomas B. Ross 


Sun-Times Bureau 
WASHINGTON — The Sen-- 
“ate Foreign ‘Relations. Com- 
. mittee agreed Wednesday to 
‘look into the secret role of in- 
ternational corporations in 
- U.S. foreign policy. 

But it deferred a decision on 


So eee 


: 
' 


whether to order a full-scale . 
~ extensive ITT dealings with 


staff investigation or to call 
‘witnesses from the Interna- 
tional Telephone & Telegraph 
Corp. and other ee com- 
. panies, ~ 


+ After a closed-door mecting i 


“with Sec. of State William P. 
Rogers, Sen. J. William Ful- 
‘bright (D-Ark.), the chairman, 
‘said the committee decided 
only to make a_ general 
“study” of the problem. 


> Several committee members 
obviously were reluctant to 
‘delve too deeply into the ex- 
plosive issue, despite the reve- 
lation by columnist Jack An- 
derson of confidential ITT ~ 
“memos on its dealings in Chile. 


Sen. Frank Church (D-Ida.),-. 


chairman of the Latin Ameri- 


—_—" 


a tee 


‘Corporations’ secret f 


role i face 


\erations that ITT pressured 


{ite administration into an out- 


of-court settlement of a major. 
‘untitrust case last year. 
Anderson’s memos described 


the Latin American division of 


- TY worst one 
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Sige paar 


stitutions on an. sain 
scale... . CIA's interface with 
the rest of the world necds to 
be better protected, . 

“It is possible and desirable, 
although difficult and time- 
consuming to build overseas 


the CIA’s Clandestine Services:/ an apparatus of unofficial cov- 


as “part "of an alleged plot to 
prevent the installation of Jeft- 
ist Salvador Allende as presi- 
~ dent of Chile. 

The documents also include 
purported reports on the Chile’ 
maneuverings to ITT director 
John A, McCone, former head / 
‘of the CIA 

The CIA’s efforts to operate 


through U.S. corporations and .- 


‘other private organizations : 


er. .. If one deals through 
U.S. corporations with over- 
seas activities, one can keep 
most of the (CIA’s) bureau- 


“.eratic staff at home and can 


deal through the corporate 
headquarters, perhaps using 
corporate channels for over- 
seas communications  (in- 


cluding classified commu- °, 


nications).” 


ae ee 


abroad was the subject of ai ° 


confidential Council on For- 

. eign Relations report revealed 

by The Sun-Times last nen 
ber. { 
The report, based on a se- | 

cret discussion among several 


x can subcommittee, ur ged a full former ranking CIA officials in; 


investigation, including testi- 
mony from ITT of ficials. 

A number of present and for- 
mer government officials are 
understood to have  volun- 
teered to provide information 
on the extensive relationship 

.between the Central In- 
telligence Agency and - U.S. 
corporations with operations 
~ abroad. 
~ If an_ investigation is 
Jaunched it would be the sec- 
ond involving ITT at the Capi- 
‘ tol. The Senate Judiciary Com- 
: mittee already is conducting 
Lan inquiry into Anderson’s al- 


1968, declared: “If the agency | 
is to be effective, it will have . 
to make use of private. in- i 


/ 


nae ge Fe eS 4 


"Fulbright described 


ITT’s 
activities in Chile, as alleged 
by Anderson, as “very bad 
business” but “probably a nor- 
mal course of conduct” for | 
corporations with major in- 
vestments in a foreign 
country. 

Church said Anderson’s 
charges were “very disturbing 
(and) suggest our policy may 
be mainly concerned with the 
protection of large American ° 
conipanies.’ 


However, he praised the Nix- 
on administration-for showing 
“admirable restraint’’ in deal- 
ing with Allende. 
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EDITORIALS } There is only one answer to this. I 
, . + fis to organize a political counter-force 

THE SUBVERSIVE CFR. jand we don’t mean the Republican o 
When President Nixon appointed Democratic party. Both of these are part 
Henry Kissinger as his assistant for na- of the problem and any politician who 
tional security affairs we pointed out that calls himself either is in some degree con- 


che was hardly qualified for his job be- 


cause he was a sccurity risk himself. And ; 


we proved it. 


Many people thought that we were | 


crazy, or “extremists,” to say such nasty 
things about a man appointed to such 
a high position by an allegedly “conserva- 
tive” Republican, , 


HENRY KISSINGER 


is the architect of President Nixon’s pro- . 


Red China policy, which has already 
caused our most massive forcign policy 
defeat since the recognition of the 
U.S.S.R. by Roosevelt. He was hand- 
picked for his job by the subversive 
‘Council on Forcign Relations, 

The CFR. is a private ‘organization 
~ which controls our foreign policy. It is 
itself run for the benefit of the multi- 
billionaire internationalists who profit 
from our continuing sellout to cont: 
munism. They picked Kissinger for 
Nixon and had Nixon put him in control 
of our forcign policy because they wanted 
to be certain that “American” policy con- 
tinues td be made for their benefit, rather 
than the benefit of America. 

Kissinger has been so successful in do- 
ing a job for his bosses in the CFR that 
on Nov. 6 Nixon signed an order putting 
‘him in charge of all intelligence opera- 
tions—the FBI, CIA, Military Intelli- 
“gence, Departments of Treasury, Defense, 
and State, and Atomic Energy intelli- 
‘gence. Now, through Kissinger’s National 
Security Council, the CFR can plug in 
to meétings of patriots who may be plan- 
ning to overthrow at the polls the inter- 
nationalist regime in Washington. Soon, 
it will’ be a “crime” to read an editorial 
like this unless the people wake up. But 


THE PEOPLE ARE CATCHING ON 


‘to the fact that the government is in the 
hands of ruthless pressure group bosses 
who wish to run our country for their 
exclusive bencfit. They want to steal all 
your wealth “legally,” through confisca- 
tory taxes (the super-rich very scldom 
pay any taxes at all), inflation and in- 
terest on their Federal Reserve Notes, 
which they force us to use as “money.” 

A poll reports that in 1964, 62% of 
the people believed that the government 
was run for the benefit of all. After John- 
son and Nixon that figure is now down 
to 37%. Which proves that. you 
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‘trolled. If he’s honest, he will admit it. 


a 


LIBERTY LOBBY 


is the answer—a political force which is 


completely independent of all pressure 
groups and ‘parties. 
And when we say LIBERTY LOBBY, 


'-we dont mean an imitation, such as 


“Common Cause” or some other phoney 
Organization which has been set up by 
the CFR to lead you down, the road a 
little further. The CFR-Zionist cabal is 


_ expert at setting up this sort of thing to 


confuse its opposition. 
There is plenty of evidence that 
Nixon’s fiasco in the UN and fosced 
busing of kids to integrated schools are 
waking up the voters as nothing else ever 
has. Public apathy is giving way to.alarm. 


' The people ‘are looking up from their 


boob tubes and wondering what is going 
on. 

Let’s tell them—-and let’s tell them 
that there is’only one way to fight ef- 
fectively—LIBERTY LOBBY.___ 


ne ie A 
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~ (fe N March 26, 1989, eleven places 
© were set for lunch at the 
“= oval table in the Council on 
Foreign Relations’ ‘stately meeting 
room overlooking Park Avenue. The 
guest list was not quite so distin- 
guished as some froia the past, juds- 
ing by the photographs har yging on 
the black walnut pancling: Harold 
Macmillan chatting with Henry 
Wriston; John Foster Dulles wedged 
stiffly between John J. McCloy and 
Avérell Harrizaan; John W. PDavis 


- towering over the King of Siam. Dut 


for a weelday working oe it wes 
an impressive assemblage 


. There.was Cyrus vance, recently 
returned deputy negotiator at the 
Paris peace talks; Robert Roosa, 
former Under Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; Chester Cooper, former special 
assistant to Harriman; James Grant, 
former essistant administrator for 


Vietnam in the Agency for Inter- — 
national evelopment; Roy Wehrle, | 
AID ad-: 


deputy assistant 
rninistrate: for. Vietnam; Paul War-. 
necke, former Assistant Secretary of 
Defense; Robert Bowie, director of 
Harvard’s Center for International 
Affairs; Samuel Huntington, profes- 
-sor-of government at Harvard; Lu- 
cian Pye, professor of political sci- 
ence at MALT, and Harry Boardman 
and David MacEachron, Council 
staff ‘members. 8 : 
- The Iunchers all knew each other. 
Most had worked together in Gov- 
ernment; all, except Wehrle were 
Council members. So they wasted 
little time on simali talk over the 
soup; plunging right into theiz sub- 
‘ject: an effort to devise a formula 
that. might break the deadlock In 
Paris. The suggestion that the Council 
might help evolve such a forrnula 
had come from Harrirnan. Akthough 
the Councils staff rejected. any for- 
mal role, it perrnitted Boardinan to 
invite appropriate meribers to a: 
lunch, at which the matter might be 


discussed, 4 
Over .the next five weeks, the 
group ract several times cat the 


Council’s headquarters at 58 Kast 


J. ANTHONY LUKAS, e staff writer for 
thts magazine, is the author of “Don’t 
Chaat. Nie Are Yeur Chifdreent” 


NEW YORK TIMES MAGAZITE 
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68th Street, at the Center for Inter- 
national Affairs in Cambridge and 
the Cosmos Club in Washington. 
From its dcliberations grew a pro- 
posal endorsed by cight members. It 
envisioned a standstill cease-fire 
and a division of power based on a 
recognition of territory controlicd by 
the Saigon Government and the 
Vietcong—a formula the framers 
conceded was “rigged” to favor oy 
Government, 7 


In May, the remaining participants 
met for dinner at the Cosmos Chib 
with Elliott Richardson, then Under 
Secretary of State, and Henry Kis- 
singer, Special Assistant to the 
President for National, Security Af- 
fairs (and the Council’s most influ- 
entii member). A participant recalls: 
“Elliott scemed interested; Henry ob- 
viously wasn't, and it's Henry who 
counts.” An official’ says: “The pro- 
posal was received with all the pomp 
and circumstance accorded a cojn- 
munication from a foreign govern- 


“>, 
rls 
ead 


ment, then filed and largely for. 


gotten.” 

But apparently not coripletely 
forgotten, At Richardson’s request, 
Boardman, Cooper, Huntington and 
Wehrle submitted further elabora- 
tions. Vance continued to push the 
concept with his many influential 
friends in Washington, For 18. 
months there was no sign of accept- 
ance. But when President Nixon an- 
nounced a five-point peace initiative 
on Oct. 7, 1976, it included the first 
American call for a standstill ccase- 
fire as a prelude to a 1 political settle-. 
ment based on “the existing rela- 
tionship of political forces in South 
Vietnam.” Although many aspects 
of the Council group’s plan were 
clearly absent, the concepts bore 
sufficient similarity that a year later 
Cyrus Vance could say, “I think we 
had some infinence.” ; 


pie Renee initiative.” although 
in some respects unusual, illustrates 
the intricate fashion in which the 
powerful men who make up the 
Council still influence the develop- 


In an edministration that often 
regards New York’s élite with dis- 
ferret oa Aivact notliey nronosea!l mey 


tutior 
Wash 
ever 
Bul 
mince 
ships 
then 
influe 
intric 
forge 
have 
locke: 
ulty 
room: 
cand £ 
influe.. 
that it does—-then ‘it is the influence 


“its members bring to bear through 


such channels. “. 
In an 


network -of influence the Cor uncil 
symbolizes is increasingly coming 
under attack. Critics, within - end 


without, are asking whether Amer- 
ica can any longer afford such a 


cozy, clubby approach to the making 
of forcign policy. In recent months, 
the attack has focused on the ap- 
pointment of William Bundy ~~ a 
leading member of the “club,” but 
also a prime impleimenter of a Ccis- 
credited, Vietnam pelicy—-as editor 
of the Council's journal, Foreign Af- 
fairs. But the challenge goes well 
beyond the Bundy appointraeat. And, 
ivonicelly, as the Council’s leadership 
moves to head it off by admitting 
younger, dissident raembers, it only 
intensifies the internal debate. In 
months to come, the organization 
that has coolly analyzed power strug- 
gles in the Iremlin and Leopoldville 
may face an 
struggle of its own. — nee 


( NE of the most pea ueiies as- 


pects of this remarkable organiza-. 
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age when most. traditional 
institutions are being challenged, the 


increasingly bitter 


COntinuar 
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‘ By LINDA CHARLTON 
: Arthur J. Goldberg said yes-] 
iterday that he was “shock eal 
and surprised” by the decision 
of the Council on Foreign Re- 
ations, of which he is a mem- 
‘ber, to turn over to aa 
‘authorities a paper delivered 
at a Council seminar last ve 
lby Dr. Daniel Viisberg. 

The council is essentially a 
Jarge study group whose mem 
bers, including promi: nent schol-' 
ars, journalists and public offi- 
icials, analyze. 
Hssues' ‘under strict rules of 
‘confidentiality. ‘the 
paner, delivered at a November, 
1970, seminar, was surrenderec 
to the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation, in response to a 
subpagne, about two weeks 
ago. 

“Mr. Goldberg asked “hat a 
special meeting of the members}r 
of the council be convened to 
discuss this matter and to take 
appropriate action to repair the 
abridgement of free speech, as 
sociation and expression whic a 
has occurred, te the extent 
that it is now possible to do 
iSO.’ 

, Mr. Goldberg, former baa 
States Roprescntative ‘the 
and (ant AS- 


United Nations 
stice of the Supreme 


sociate Ju 
Court, made his ceinments in a 
letter to David Rockefeller, the 
council’s chairman of the 
board, and its president, Bay- 
liss Manning. 
Elsberg Is 


“Dr. Elisberg, in a telephone 
interview Jast night, said he 
had learned of the sonnets 
action “after they’d done it.” 

He was not so much ansiy, 
he said, as pained-—“I was very 
disheartened zt one more 
demonstration of a group of 
people who have forgotten tr 
put to sleep their own sense. 
of constituticnal rights,” he 
said. Dr. Klisberg.is a member! 
of the council, 

He said he felt there was a 
definite aud. valid distinction; 
‘between official secrecy and! 
fndividual privacy. As a cx- 
ample, he said: “I think that 
McGeorge Bundy’s statements 
as an official, the public very 
much has the right to know. I 
would, on the other hand, not’ 
challenge his right to speak 
priva -tely to the Council on 
Foreign Relations as a private 
citizen,” . 

McGeorge Bundy was a spe- 
cial assistant to Presidents Jolin 
¥, Kenedy and Lyndon John- 
son for National Security of. 
fices, - 

Dr. Ellsberg said he: was 
“very impressed” by Mr. Gold- 
berg’s letter, ‘IV 


ishearlened 


oe aw L my apie ag fe lA LA OD peu Aan 
POL C evs e a Le re yw CAL FAL ite wae r of van 


e eons 


sjnlemational ultimate interests,” 


vee fy ; ie ‘ERT 


ry 


assuring to, me to know thatjsaid in a telephone interview 
one of ny colleagues on the,yesterdey that he had net been 
council--and ra sure there argipresent at the seminar sossion 
others~-sees thig as a threatjat which Dr. Ellsberg presented 


to his own Constitutional: his paper. 

vights,” he said, ; Mr. Bundy said, however, 
The council should have; jthat he had read Dr. Elishorg's! 

refarest| 


the threat to its very | paper and that it “had nothing 
raison d'etre since it exists toltg do with the Penta {gon paper 
promote fruitful private cop-lihat I could detect.” Ile said 
munication with an objectiveinat he felt the council had 
2] to communicate with the publici*s,9 reasonable basis’. to resis st 
lic, ee hiening the public, but! ¢ne subpoona, 
with some preliminary confi- 

dentiality as pi etd [these]] Goldberg Disagrees 
{ Mr. Goldi cre, however, 


said 


Dr. Elsperg, ‘the formerjin his letter, which he also 
Elisbers |Pentagon employe who has saidireleased ta the press, that he 


that he gave the secret Penta-|disagiced with this logal judg- 
gon study of the Victnani warjiment “and would have so in- 


to. the - press, delivered theldicated had J been as sked my 
seminar paper in Noveniber,|views as a meraber of the 
1970. Accerding to John ‘T. council.” . 

Swing, the council’s associate] “in any eveit,” he added, |s 


executive director, the Council “) should have thought that, 
esponded to the "subpoena éntiat the very minimara, the sub- 
the ba i of legal opinions that}posna should have heen re- 
there were no grounds for suc-|sisted and Dr. Ellsberg’s paper 
Geely; r resisting it. turned over to the Govern- 
Another pareipant in they gfent only after a decision by 
serainar was William P. Bundy.“ court of last resort.” 
former Keasene Secretary of]. He also said, “J firmly be- 
State for Far Eastern Affairs.ieve that the members of the 
Mr. Bundy, who will bocomejcm mecil shoule have been con- 
editor next year of the Coun-|sulted* and their views ascer- 
cil’s quarterly, Foreign Affairs,'tained before action was taken, 


“Ne Llsbh 


CtiAt.eo 


AES, ioe # as ee 


rcouncil 


isherg ae 


have not; 
officers, of the: 
Constitutional. 


Speaking for royself, 1 
delegated to the 
py 
rights. And I feel that my, 
Constitutional rights have been: 
er roded by this ill-conceived ace! 
tion, : 

‘In light of what has: 
ocurred,” he said, “I do not: 
see how the - council can ef- 
fectively in the future conduct 
‘of the fecord — sessions’” 
where -speckers “can freely 
express iheir views to council 
merobers uncer rules of confi- 
dentiality.” 

Mr. Swing, asked to coin- 
ment on Mr. Goldberg's Ietter, 
said “here is a council policy 
on confidentiality.’ Bat he 
added that he would uot corn- 
ment “on a letter I have not 
seen.” Mr. Menning could not 
be Teac 

Dr, Ellsherg is under indict- 
ment in Los Angeles for the al- 
leged possession an ds conver- 
sion to private use of Govern- 
inent docurments. A grand jury 
in Boston has been investigating 
how the Pentagon study ‘was 
disserninated. ‘fhe subpoena for 
the council paper was signed 
by a Fcderal Court, clerk in 
Boston. 
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The Council on: Foreign Rela- 
tions, a study group of prromi- 
nent Americans who enalyze 
Intemational issues under strict 


rules of confidentiality, has re-~ 


sponded to a siibpoena by turn- 
ing over to the Federal Bureay 
of Investigalion a seminar par 
per delivered last year by Dr. 
Daniel, Ellsberg. ae 

John (J. - Swing, associate 
executive director, said, the 
council surrendered the paper 
two weeks ago “when advised 
by our counsel that there 
no grounds under which the 
subp soene could be successfully: 
resisted.” ; 

Dr. Elisberg, once a. Penta- 
gon ¢iaploye and now .a re- 
‘gaarch associate at the Massa: 
‘chusetts Institute of ‘Tech- 
mology, has said thal he gave 


‘the Pentagon papers on the, 


‘Vielnam war lo the press. 

; The subject of the serminan 
contribution was “Escalation 
'9 Military Strategy In Limited 
Ware it was delivered Jest 
Rovember--saven months be 


fore publica ition of the Penta-’ 


Kavi AUK Listes 


4 QV i971 


LAS GAGE 7 
privacy | to give menibers an 
opportunity to speak freely, An 
indiscretion “by a member can 
be grounds for “termination or 
suspension.” mae 
As a result the council - 
host weekly to heads of Gta 
diplomats, high United States 
officials, political leaders and 


experts in all fields. Almost all - 


the meetings are off the record. 

Discussing the subpoena, Mr. 
Swing said it was signed by 
the clerk of the Federal District 
Court in Boston. - A Federal 
grand jury there has been con- 
ducting an investigation since 


e were: last August on how the secret 


i Pentagon study reached the 
press, 

Mr. Swing said the FBT 
l agents as ked the council for a 
copy of the paper a month ego. 
WE did not turn it ever to 
stham then because we have a 
council rule on confidentiality t 
which extends to the Govera- 
ment and which we take very 
ecriously,” he said. 


On the Advice of Counsel 


‘The agents care back -with 
Sla subpoena two weeks Jater, 
he said, “and the decision was 
made to comply following the 
[adi ice of aur counsel.” 

He would not say who, had 
participated in the decision. 


gon papers by The New York pavid Rockefeller is chairman: 
‘Yimes and other newspapers— of the council’s beard of diree- 


in a study group that included {ors 


William P. “Bundy, former As: 
sistant Secretary of State for 
Fer Eastern Affairs, and Hel- 


and Bayless Manning is 
‘its president. Mr. Rock efeller, 


chairman of the Chase Man, 


hattan Dank, an on a trip to 
Africa and Mr. Manning could 


‘mut Sonnenfeldt, who is on the not be reached a comment, 


staff of 
Council. 

- Under the acgis of the coun- , 
cil, which has its. headquarters 
et Pratt House, 58 West 63th 
Street, discussion groups, schol- 
‘ary papers and studies laid the 
foundation for the Marshall S 
Flan for European recovery and 
set policy guidelines for -the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organi- 
zation. 


dumphrey and Wes stmorcland 


Its list of 1,500 active mem- 
bers includes more prominent 
names than any similar group. 
Among them are set Hubert 
WW. Humphrey, Gen, William C, 
Westmoreland, former Supreme j 
Court Justice Arthur J. Gold- 
berg, David Rockefeller, and 
Ringe an Brewster. Jn, presi- 
dent of Yale. ¥ 
_ Since its founding. 50 years 
ago the council has emphisized 


the National peony 
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Aiter the decision was raade 


— and the ad was turned over 


to the, }.B.1., Mr. Swing said, 

letler ves. sent to Dr. Ells: 
Bee x telling him what had hap: 
pened, 

Asked why br. Ellsberg was 
not told about it earlier, Mr. 

wing said that “it had some- 
thing to co with legal reasons, 
1 believe. a 

The council is represenited by’ 
the law firm of Debevoise, 
Plinpton, Lyons & Gates, Os- 
car Ruebhausen, the member 
in ‘charge of council ° roatlers, 
said. it would ba inappropriate 
to discuss the advice. he gave 
his cient. 

Friends of Dr. KHs berg, who 


1s 4 eo sets member of the - 


‘council, said that he was angry. 
that lie was not told anything 
until after his paper had been 
turned over to the FIT. He 
could not be ree ened yester- 
day. 


Wost Uuswe are ‘of Step 


A sampling of council shem: 
bers yesterday showed that 
ypost were not aware, of the 
gs action on the LElisberg paper 
and most declined to comment 
until they couid learn more 
bout it. ae 

Dr, Stantloy EF an of Hare 
vard, a nonresident member 
who srid he Jearacd about the 
action “a few days ago,” said 
he was upset. 

What's upsetting j 
council did not see 
forra its members ar 
even make a fuss atou. turn: 
jing over ie papers,” he ex 
plain ed. “E-find it ap; valling 
that one can’t even give a paper 
before a study group without 
having iL subpoonaed.” 

George W. Ball, former Un- 
dev Secretary of Stale, did nat 

take issue with the council's 
action. “Any organization of 
this kind must heve irust aud 
confidence in its directors and 
exccutive staff,’ he said. “if 
they make a de cision, we ought 
to abide by it.” Aye A 
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GLOBE . ~ 
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Wome ae 
Globe Staff, . 


-While official US sources ee re- 
- rnaincd tight- lipped regarding last 
lweel’s expuls ‘ion by Britain of 105 


' Soviet diplomats end other officials 
- for spying, this area's best~hnown ace 
ademic authorities on ¢ 


government ine 
‘telligence have reacted with surpr ise, 


‘belief the Soviets. probebly have 
more official agents in Britain then 


"maining agents or 
‘keep them under 


the 105 who were revealed, even 
though the figure represents nearly 
one-fifth of the diplomatic and com-= 
mercia] representatives in the coun- 
try. oan 
: 

that such a percentege of “legal 
&pies” placed on foreign soil -- agents 
with official functions who sre cov~ 
ered by diplomatic jmraunities and 
treatics +. is typical of most major 
world powers 8, particularly the Unit- 
ed States and the Soviet Union. . 


ris, currently a 


‘Harvard, the “low percentage” of 
names revealed suggests that the 


British have not identified the re- 


surveillance for 
pur poses of gounter- “intelligence, 


Dr, Warris has - just completed a 


‘mammoth bibliography on intelli- 


"gence and national security, aid was 


‘part of a 


1968 Council on Foreign 
Relations discussion group on the 
‘Central Intclligence Agency (CIA) 


‘which included several former US" 1D; 


telligenve officials, 


At “Wufls Univ Bueitgié Vietcher 
, School of Law and Diplomacy, Prof. 


Sy NE, 
A , We 


'heir response {s based on the ir 
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“gence agents, Prof, ee has stud- 


jed goveynment intelligence Jor 11 
- years and has compited works of US 
military and Sovict intelligence. 

The cnlixe business of ‘legal 
spying” gocs back centuries. “uegal 
agents” operating under “official 
cover” have been bounced from Na- 
poleonic France, Czarist Russia 
World War II Britain. Since 1960, 22 
Russians have been asked to leave 
the US, the last in February, 1970. A 
US Stato Departrnent spokesman 
would not reveal the nimmbci of 
Americans on “official business” who 


have been expelled from the USSR 
for allegedly spying, saying only that 


_ “he number js about the same.’ 


In addition, hey selied this week — 


simply want to’ 


While is has genorally been cone 
ceded that t he Russians put a héavier 
emphasis on espionage than other 
powers (FBI Dir. J. Edgar Hoover 
has said that 80 percent of the Rus- 
sians stationed _in the US are spices), 
both Dr. Harris and Prof, Whaley ex- 
pressed skepticism thal a higher per- 


; F  -eentage of Russians in a given em-- 
- According to Dr. William NR, Har- ° : 


teaching fellow at. 


bassy are more likely to be involved 


in spying than their counterparts at’ classified information.” 


an American embassy. 


* 


_ They added, however, ‘that the 


Russiens usually have larger -stafis.’ 


For example, the Soviet embassy in 


Washington has 202 Russian cm, 


ployees, while the US “ombassy in 
Moscow employs 109 Americans. The 
British have 78 officials at their Mos~ 
cow embassy, while there are 550 ho~ 
viet officials in London. 


Much of the Soviet sisteiligentess 
gathering is overseen by the Conunit- 
ice for State Security (ISGB). Ac~ 
; ecrding 16 one local Soviet expert, 
KGB members within an embassy 
often hold more power than the arn- 


and 


Fecttyy io KBG “headquarters © ab & 


Deerzhinski st., Moscow. 


The US intelligence effort comes - 
under the United States Intelligence’ 


Boerd, and its members consist of 


representatives of such agencies as’ 


the CIA, Defense Intelligence Agen- 
cy, Dept. of State, FBI and Atomic 
Energy Commission, The 
“primary jurisdiction end its director, 
Richard ‘Helms, is chairman of the 
Intelligence Board. . 


“At the Council of Forcign Rela- 
tions necting attended by Dr. Harris 
in 1968, it was revealed that the CIA 
would prefer to transfer its major 
forcign espionnge efforts from em- 


bassies to “unofficial cover” sources’ 


such as businessmen, members of pri- 
vate organizations or forcign recruits. 


‘There have been no indications that’ 


such a shift has taken place. 
_ What does ¢ “legal spy” do? 


._ - According to the British Foreigu 
Secretary, Sir Alec Douglas~Home, 
the 103 agents evicted from his-coune 


‘try were busying themselves with the 


“running of agents, instruction in the 
use of clandestine techniques, and the 
offer,and payment of considerable 
sums of money to residents to acquire 


“Generally,” added Prof. te 
of Tufts, “the Jegal agent’ directs, re- 
cruils and collects information from, 
whatever source he can. That ine 
cludes everything from circulating af 
an embassy party to recruiting citi- 
zens of the country in which he’s sta- 
tioned. He usually doesn’t do much 
spying himself; he recruits people to! 
do it.” ai ae ie 


“And often,” Dr. Varris added, 
“the mission in one country willbe 
directed towards a third country. 
They find they get less flak from the 
host country if that country knows 
their efforts are directed agains it Babe 


‘other country. ee 


Barton Whalcy stat@pproved ot Reléase'2004/1 1704't GMA-RDP88L01345RO90200830001H2: in diplo- . 


‘bncommon for 20 to 25- percent of a codes to different superiors than do 


US, Sovict or any other world-power 
Aan eerr Chath. Bao Wik ae See) Se parti. 


purely diplomatic officials. It is their 
job {ao enplect and send materiol dj} 


matic cireles, a tacit apreement 
among nations. Only occasionally are, 
Pontirale ciel es load wrpclee dpinacer} 


CIA has- 
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posT-DISPATCH 


: By HICHARD DUDMAN 


i ‘Chief Washington 
A Correspondent of. the 


. Post-Dispatch 
WASHINGTON, Sept. 25: 


~~ A 
‘confidential report being cir- 


enlated in Washington and Bos- 
ston urges that the Central Jn- 
Htellieence Agency jimprove ils 
secrecy in peneterating private 
‘institutions at home and abroad. 
. The document proposes also 
that the CIA direct its covert 
} operations particularly at Af- 
rica, Asia and Latin America 
and roake wide use of agents 
other than Americans, 
The report is a suramary of 
a panel discussion on intelli- 
~gence and foreign policy con- 
“ducied by the Council. cn For 
‘eign Relations in New 
Jan. 8, 1988. 
“Copies of the docrment arc 


being circulated in this country ° 


sand Europe by a group of radi- 
cal scholars ip Cambridge, 


iv} . . wd 
Mass., as “a still-relevant prim- 4 


er.on the theory and practice 
of-the Central Intelligence 
Agency” and “a fair warning 
as to the direction of the agen- 
.cy’s interests and efforts.” 
‘Leader of the 1945 discus. 
was Richard M. 


=was in charge of the U-2 spy 
Aplane program in the late 1959s 
; and the abortive invasion of 
4 Cuba: at the Bay of Pigs in 
i 7961. He. left the Government in 
. 1862 and is a vice president’ at 
© United Aircraft Corp. 
. Others in the group were the 
late Allen W. Dulles, who had 
been the CIA director, Robert 
Amory Jr., who had been the 


deputy CIA director for intelli-: 


ener; Thomas L. Vughes, then 


director of intelligence and re- 


search at the Department of 
“State and now president of the 


Carnegie Endowment for Inter’ 
i and - Meyer: 
- Bernstein, director of interna-, 


national Peace, 


dional affairs for the United 


Steel Workers of Amofipproved Ps Rees 2008/4 1101 - 4A RB Pas-01845R000 
. . i Ci 


York 


sion: ‘ 
Bissell Jr, 3 
former CIA depuly director who? 


pee nC RINE OA cen 
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isaid: “Ti the agancy is to be 
= effective, it will have to make 


relations which have ‘blown’ 
cannot be resurrected. 


“We peed to operate under’ 
increased * 


deeper cover, with 
attention to the use of ‘cut-outs.’ 
CIA's interface with the rest of 
the world needs 
protected.” 


, frequently to exposes in thes 
previous year of the CIA's pene-; 
tration and financing of the. 


National Student Association) turn ‘ot 


and other private organizations, 


. Juchiding trade union organizas * 
c 


“if. variovs groups hadn't 
‘fear. aware ef the source of 
aly fune the damage sub- 
ent to disclosure might 
have been far less than 

i,” the summary said. 


ime: 


lites 


JECEUTT Ca, 
“The CYA interface with vari- 
aus private groups, inciuding 
business and student groups, 
rust be remedied.” : 
Other documents, cbtained in 
early 1939 hy the Post-ispateh, 
showed that the U.S. Agency 
for Internations] Developrnent 
had picked up the tab for cer- 
tain overseas programs thé 
had becn financed secretly by 
the CIA. These became known 
as “CIA orphans” afler the 
, secret financing was disclosed. 
The change apparently grew 
out of a 1967 order by President 
Lyndon B.-Johnson prohibiting 
eny further hidden subsicies to 
private voluntary crgauizations. 
He pramised to cons 
posal that the Fede 
rant establish “a public-private 
mechanism to provide public 
funds openly fer overseas activ- 
ities of organizations which are 
adjudzéd deserving, in the na- 


ag 


port 


Aus 


7 Use of private institutions on an > 
expanding scale, though those : 


to be better - 


Fy 1 
Riissells presentation, as. Ye- : 
_ ported in the summary, referred 


that : 


“yelos a second loyally, rnore 


y PO 
if te 
oat (se 

ais 


“As: atresult, ATD funds have. - 


_ bear wed to finance in part 
. certetit 


‘4nternational Jabor pro- 
s Whndied through .. the | 


One. ;imember of the 1% 
panel, jnot identified but ap- 
parently. Bernstein, the Steel- 
workers officer, was quoted as” 
saying that it. was common 


FLACION. 
i 


7 knowledge even before the ex- 


poses” of 1967 that there had 
labor programs, . 


ae . . . < 
- Persons in international labor 


| affaifs, were dismayed, he said, 


aver public disclosure of this 
CIA, Support. He said that “cer- 
tain, hewspapernen com- 
pounded their difficulties by 
confusing ATD with CIA.” 

The ‘summary continued, 
quoting: the  samie age 


“sings these disclosures, the 


‘events has been unex} 


tigna) :dabor programs. Indecd,} 
therechas. bean an increase in| 


capacity) has been embarras- 
_sing., Vormerly these common 
Jabor unions knew we were 
short of funds, but now they 
all assume we have secret CIAL, 
money, and they ask for more | 


help.” 7 
labor union ia British! 


Citing 
Guiana es an example, he said! 


they..avere “supported through |= 


CIA conduits, but now they as! 
for more assistance than be- 
fore.” ; 
_ Incthe summary of. Bissell’s 
" présentation, the report said the 
United States should make in- 
rereaung . use persons other 
“than American citizens who 
«should be ‘encouraged to de- 


or Jess comparable to that of 
“the /vwerican staff. 

. desirability of more of- 
“use of foreign nationals 
“as we shift ott at- 


wr 


Wand. Afiica, where the conduct 


Dof Luited Stotes nationals is 
and 


ym 
od, 


the summary 


{BIBI + 


kee 


} suggested that the CIA cou 


to Latin America, Asia}, 


said. 
Bissell wes reported to hay 


use foreign nationals increa 
ingly as “career agents,” wi 
a status midway between 
classical agent in # single ¢ 
eration end that of 
member involved through hrs 
career in ynany opebations, 

At another point, fie account 
of Bissell’s presentation asked 
the question “From whom is a’ 
covert operatign tc be kept 
secret?” a 

“Mtor five days, for excmple, : 
the U-2 flights were not secret: 
from ihe Russians, but these ; 


a 


et 
@ bk. 


- operations remained highly se- 


cret in the United States and 
with godd reason,” the sum- 
rary said. 


examples of two hostile govern- 
ments collaborating to keep 
operations secret from the gen- 
eral public of both sides. ‘Un- 
fortunately, there aren’t caough 
of these situations’.” 

Returning ta covert financing 
of private ergarizations overe 
125, Bissell said that such pro- 


kurt i pued 


0330001-9 
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Ci! \ li ¢ CA 18 ety at (eos 

Aver] LY ts. OO oh xf 4 w4 \ A} ‘ We KO LAS 
BY Chicago Sun-Tinies businesses and “non-U, S, na- Sun-Times, is based en a dis- 
Uonals.” : “f{eussion among several former 


WAS SHINGTON -~ The Central]: 
Agency has: long 
feared the type of mass exposure 
that befell Sovict intelligence in 
Britain Jast week, a confidential 
report discloged Monday. 


Intelligence 


The report shows that the CIA intelligence on the United States 

_ has been trying for several years 
.to shift its ie ge operations 
away from U.S 
“unofficial cover" --| THE REPORT, a copy etiwhich 
private organization's and] has been obtained t by The Chicago 
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high-ranking intelligence officials 
ponducted by “the Council on 
orcizn Nelations in New York on 
Jan. & 1988, a 
Richard M. Bissell, formen; 
depuly director of the CIA and 
moderator ofthe discussion, has 
confirmed the authenticity of the 
report, Which is headed: — ‘'Con- 
fidentiah. Not for publication, 
Restricted to group members 
only. Not to he quoted er cited.” 


Ji acknowledges thal teugh 
tussian security has forced the 
CIA to collect intelligence on the 
Soviet Union through “‘third- 
country” operations — just as the 
Russians apparently were seeking 


Eugene Fubini, 


through iis spy apparatus in iclligence and 


Britain. 
embassies and 


Although the 


_ ions: and cominents, Bissell ap- - 
2A. of whe Sy KOC et : . pears to have been the main eon- 
. Q 2 bs: {- ; tributor, 
\ iw Ong 7 We bee j “UE the age:cy fs to ‘be efied- 


vepart doos 
identify the source of various opin- 


TUE PARTIC ANTS foclu 
Allen Dulles, the late director of 
the CIA; Robert Amory Jr, 
former deputy director of the CIA: 
former 
eeretary of defense in the avea of 
eleetronic intelligence; 
Hughes, former 
State Department's Bureau of Ip- 
Research, 
Thecdore Sorensen, 
tant to President Kennedy. 


ass 


‘Thomas L. 
cirector of the 


tive,” the rep at declares at one 


3 ‘ . point, “iL wil! have toa 


make use of. 


private instiiutions on an expand: | 
‘ ing scale. . . CIA's mae with 


lthe rest ot ‘the worlc 
; “better protected.” 


1 needs lo Le 


' ‘ : we REPORT calls for. “deeper 


: . ‘ cover" & a “increased allention to 
. ithe use “cut- cuts 


fou 


defined in a 


echasle: as “projects backed by 
‘the CLA which cannot be traced 


back to the CIA.” 
: ; The vepart concedes that there 
; powerful re, 


are “ 


EGS 


"for con- 


cealing CLA agents within U, S. 


embassies, principally to provide 


gafe means of comrounication to 


ih ; : Washington. 
; “Nonetheless 


, df goes on, “it js 
‘possible and dasirable,’ 


alt ehouen | 


difficult and time-consuming, to 
build overseas an apparatus of 


+ unofficial cover, 


quire the use or 


_This would re- 
creation of 


private organizations, many of the 
: ; oe of which would be non- 


4 Fe : U.S. nationals, wilh freer entry 
‘Into ihe é local society aid less im- 
i plication for the official U. S. pos- 


ture.” 


THE REPORT 


: agents. 
: — om: All 105 of the 


‘could make the'r 
. : comnuimication available to CIA 


sugee nated links 
with U.S. corporations which 


own 


lines’ of 


Russian officials 


°, . expelled by Britain Jast Friday 


were under 


“official 


cover,’ 


: ‘oparating’ out of the Soviet em- 


bassy or trade mission, 


As such 


they were much more susceptible 
to British counter inteltigence than 


. Paden il cov er’ 
’ ose suecested 
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Reg ise 
By JAMES DOYLE 

: Star Staff Writer : 

Early in 1663 a group includ. 


« 


wo 
ing farmer officials of the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency and Lhe 
Slate Departinent setied down 
after dinner at the Harald Pratt 
House, on New York’s Avenue, 
ts discuss some of the CIA’s 
problems. : 

A record of heir conversa- 
tion shows that the particular 
‘concern of the group that night 
was how to provide a deeper 
cover for Americans gathering 


information by using non- 
governmental organizations as 
fronts, 


The participants were mem- . 


bers and gnests of the presti- 
‘gious Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions, men who seem to direct 

.> foreign policy from within and 
‘without the ‘government on a 
permanent basis, and publishers 

of “Foreign Affairs,” the quar- 


A record of the discussion at 
the council's headquarters on 
that evening, Jan. 8, 1963, has 
been circulated to some newspa- 
pers by a greup of self-styled 
radical scholars based in Cara- 
bridge. 

Il portrays with some new de- 
tails. the structure and the style 
of the American intelligence 

“* community, The document is 

‘timely in the wake of events last 

week in London, where 105 

members of the Soviet commu- 

nity there, including employes 
from the Soviet embassy, trade 
delegation, tourist agency, Mos- 

-cow Narodny Bank and Acroflot 

Airline wére uncovered as esypiio- 

nage agents, and banned from 

-the country without replace- 

-ments. . 

It was- a fear of just such an 

incident, apparently, that domi- 


nated the conversation at Pratt . 


Howse that night, 


The U.S. “employes” whose 


‘cover coustantly is endangered, 
the participants felt, are those 


‘who work in the American Em- 


bassies, trade delegations, and 
other U.S, agencies in countries 
around the world. 

. Richard Bissel, a former depu- 
ty director of the CIA who left 
the agency after the Bay of Pigs 
debacle, led the discussion, Ac- 
cording to the record made 
available to The Star; he told his 


Via 


ferly bible of American diploma-- 


PASHINGLON 
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agents “need to operate under 
deeper cover.” 

Juissel recounted ruefutly the 
uproar over the CJA’s exposed 
funding of the National Studeat 
Association’s overseas actiivilies 
and said, “The CIA interface 
with various private groups, ine- 
cluding business and ‘sludent 
groups, rust be remedied.” : 

He noted that the problems cf 
American spies overseas “is fre- 
quently a problem of the Stale 
Department,” : 

“Tt tends to be true thal local 
allics find themselves dealing al- 
ways with an American aud an 
official American—since the 
cover is almost invariably as 4 
U.S. government employe,” Bis- 
scl is reported to have said, 
‘There are powerful PCASONS 
for this practice, and it will el 

ways ba desirable to hive some 
CIA personnel housed in the em- 
bassy compound, if only for lo- 
cal ‘command pos? and cominu- 
nications reauireicents, 

“Nonetheless, it is possible 
and desirable, elthough difficult 
and time-consuming, to build 
overseas an epparatus of unoffi- 
cin] cover,” Bisscl is quoted as 
saying. 

“Vhis would require the use or. 
‘ereation of privale organiza- 
tions, many of the persennel of 
which would be non-US. nation- 
als, with freer entry into the 
local society and less implica- 
tion fcr the official U.S. pas- 
ture.” : : 


Use Nen-Aimericans 


Bissel said that the United 
States needed to increase its use 
of non-Americans for esplonage 
“with an effort at indoctrination 
and training: they should be en- 
couraged 16 Cevelop a second 
loyaliy, more or less compara- 
ble to that of the American 
slaft.”. 

He added that as intelligence 
efforts shifted more toward Lat- 
‘in America, Asia and Africa, 
“the conduct of U.S. nationals is 
likely to be increasingly circuin- 
‘scriped, ‘the primary change 
recommended would be to build 
lup a system of unofficial cover. 
\.. The CLA might be able-to’ 
mate use of non-nalionals as 
‘carcer agents’, that is with a 
‘status mikhvay between that for| 
the classical agent used tio} 


Council colleagues th~\pPhoved For RERESe 26 0R7F4) 


SLéR 


and that of a staff rember in 
volved through his carcer ijn 
many operations, and well in- 
formed of the agency’s capabili- 
ies.” 
_ An unidentifiad former State 
Departinent official responded 
to Lissel that he egeeod with the| 
need to change covers, noling 
that “tho initial egreement he- 
tween the ageney and Slale was 
intended to be ‘teraporary’, bul 
nothing endures Jixe tho ephem- 
eral.” ; 
Another participant noled that 
vary little ettention was paid to 
revelations of the CIA’s use of 
supposedly, independent opera. 
tions such as ‘Radia Free Eu- 
rope.’ he added, “One might 
conclude that the public Js nat. 
likely lo be concerned by the 
penetration of oversees ‘institu. 
lions, at least not ncerly se 
much as by the panetration of 
U.S. instilutions.” 


‘this participant was quoted as- 


saying, “She publia dogsn’t 
think its right;they don’t know 
where it ends; they take 
‘at. their neighbors.” Then he 
asked whether “this suggested 
expansion in use of private iistt- 
tutions showld include those in 
the United States, or U.S. fostl- 
tutions operating oversaas?” 

In response, clear distinctions 
were reportedly made between 
operating in the Uniled States 
cand abroad, and the suggostiou 
jwas made hy bissell, “Ons 
might want CJA to expand its 
use Gf private U.S. corporations, 
‘but for objectives outside the 
United States.” 


Fund Demands Rise 


. The record of the discussion 
did not link comment and au- 
thor, but did give a general in- 
identification of the men present, 
There also was a Ciligent rere. 
val from the authorized report- 
'er’s transeript of all suecifie ref. 
jeréuces of agents, incidents and 
the like, with one noticeable 
‘lapse. ‘ 

In_a discussion of ths cffect of 
revelations that the CIA was fi- 
‘nancing U.S. labor union activi- 
ties abroad, it was noted that 
these diselestres had shnply in- 


creased the demand for such 
funds from overseas Jabor 
groups, 


pGieRAP BEC 


abor wniens 
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“were supported through CTA 
condatts, but now they ask for 
nove assistance than before. So, 
expectations to the contrary, 
ere has been no damaie.” 

Those present and taking part 


in the discussion included mon! 
who have journeyed back and 


forth between governrnent and 
corporate work, most of whom 
have remained near the center 
cf the foreign policy establish- 
ment, : 
They included Bissell, naw en 
exccutive with United Aircraft 
Corp. in Navtiford, Conn.; former 
‘Treasury Socretary Douglas Dil- 
lon; fermer CIA director Allen 
Dulles; Rovert Amory Jr., a for- 
mer deputy director of the CTA; 
Meyer Bernstein, director of in- 


ie 


ternational affairs for the United) 


Steehvorkers of America; col- 


unmnist Joseph Kraft; former] \ 


White Mouse aide Theodore So- 
rensen of Kennedy and Johnson 
days; and Philip Quigg, recently: 
resigned as managing editor of 
Foreign Affairs. 

Facsimile copies of the discus-} 
sion summary have been circu- 
ated by ‘The Africa Research 

Group,” a dozen young scholars 

in Cambridge who take a radical! 

dissenting view of U.S, foreign 

policy, a 

Reached at his home, Bisell 
iconfirmed the authenticity of the 
document. 7 . 

ie noted that in the discussion 
that night in New York, he had 
begun by saying that agent espi- 
nage was the least valuable of 
‘three main CTA missions, behind 
‘reconnaisance. and electronic in- 
jtelligence, the two areas where 


jtaost CIA mnoney is spent, 
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By The Africa Research Grov; 


. The Central, Intellig gence Agency. is 
-one .of the few goverrmen ie ewe 
whose public image ha s act ally im- 
proved as a result of the ae ation of 
the Penta agon Papers. Des) pite disclo- 
sures of “The Agency’s’ "role in assassi- 
‘nations, sabotag ‘ 
consciously tniendet to subvert interna- 
tional law, America’s secret a 
has panei emerg eed in some quariers 
“with the veneration’due prophets, or at 
“feast the res pect. due its suggested eff 
cic nye and @ recuracy. age 2 
7 Virtually every newspaper editor, not 
to mention Daniel Ellsbz ee himself, has 
heape d praise on the CHA for the accu- 
racy of its estimates detailing the U.S. 
defeat in Vietnam. Time and aes n, th 
Agency’s “level headed pro 
ism’ has been contrasted with a € 
lation-overkill orientation of the Penta- 
‘gon or the President’s advisors. The 
-edjtor of the Christian Science Monitor 
veven called upon policy makers to con- 
‘sult the CIA more, calling it a “‘re- 
markably accurate souice of informa- 


tion.” But such backhanded praise for 


‘conspirators eee public en 
Standing of the important and close! 
‘integrated role which the CIA plays in 
advancing the Pax Americana ona 
- global scale, ae 
For many, the Pentagon Papers 
provided a.first peck into the inner 
-sanctum of foreign policy making. As 


or 


the government’s attempt to suppress 


the study ilustrates, the people are not 

supposed to have access to the real 
plans of their government. On close 
inspection, what emerges is not an “inv- 
‘isible government” but an indivisible 
system in which cach agency offers its 
own spécialized input, and is delegated 
its own slice of responsibility. . di- 
‘nated inter-departimenial agencies work 
out the division of injperia! labar “The : 
are disagree ements ane nOM Ba FBE Hele 


BA Cae LA ei 


BO 19 LOTA. 


Scokembher y 


‘ 
rivalries to be sure, but once the ceci- 
sions are reached at the top they are 
carricd out wilh the monolithic tone of 
state power, 
_ The intelligence community now 
plays an expanded: and critical rote in 
creating and administering the real 
stuff of American foreign policy, oy 
“Director Richard Helms presides over av 
U.S. Intelligence Board which links the 
ecret services of all government agen- 
cies, including the FB}. in the White 
Houss, Henry Kissi nger presides over 
an expanded National Security Council 
structure which further centralizes 
covert foreign poticy planning. [tis here 
that the contingency plans are cooked 
up and the ‘toptions’’ so carefully 
“worked out, It is in these closed cham- 
‘bers and strangelovien ‘situation 
rooms” that plans affecting the lives of 
millions are formulated for subsequent 
execution by a myriad of U.S, con- 
trolied agencies and agents, ~ ' 
Jncreasingly, these schemes rely on 
covert tactics whose ful! rheanisig is sel- 
_dom perecived by the peopie affected -:- 
be they Americans or people of foreign 


countries. The old empires, with, their 

colonial admini rs. 8 Wilizing 

mission have given v the more Ci raenipulation Forgas oS ona 
me : ena Z ations. a | 
subtle crs a a. Their Richard Bisseil, the man who led the : 
pena place inthe front Council discussion that night, was well 
rooms of neo- elotah institutions and equipped to talk about the CIA. A one- : 
the parlors of depend at third world time Yale trols Seer aad currently a2 os 
slites. In this world of t éalnolitik, ap- exceutive of the United Aircraft Corpe : 


y pearances a are often purposely eceptive ration, Bissell served as the CIA’s Dep- ; 
and political stances intentionally mis- uty Director until he “resigne ed” in the } 
leading. The U.S. aggression in Viet- yore of the abortive ee invasion of | 
nam, lest anyone forget, began asa Cuba, The Aegan: gr roup to which : 
covert involvement largely engineered /pe eooke included-a number of intellig- ) 
by the CIA, Similar covert interven bas experts including Robert Amory, | 
tions now underway elscwhere in the Jr.. another former Deputy Director, . 
world may be fucling, tomorrow's Viet- andtkelate ClAchie® Alien Dulles, | 
vee ; oe Jong: considered the grand” old man of | 

It is for this ‘reason that th ie Nie American’ espionage. Their presence | 
Researen Group, an independent radi- was important sneved an occasion for } 


hae Tesearch colleciive, is.now making international banker Douglas Dillon to | 
public major excerpts from a document | 
which offers an informed insider’s views. | 
of the secret workings of the Arnerican 2 
intcllicance apparatus abroad. Never 
intend ed for publication, it was made 


*The complete text of the document will 
be available for $1 in late October from ; 
Africa Research Group, P. O. Box 213, 


eles 8 2b0i0 #10 T'POA-ROP BHO tS 15RQ9200%30008-90135... 8 ) 
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The written report of a confiden- 
tial discussion about Central Tntelli- 


genee Agency 


operations 


held 


in 


1988, a year after the public contro- 
versy over agency involvement with 


the National Student As 
vas anxious to establish new 


the CIA wv 


sn, 


shows, 


contacts with other student groups, 


foundations, uni 
nizations 
overse: AS wor Mae 


and carporations 


ios, labor. 


vevsit! 


for it 


oVga- 


w 


The discus ssion was held in Janu- 


ary 1963 among 


ranking gover 


ynent 


—~! officials and former officials, includ- 


i 


My 


ing several fo 


CIA. of 


rmer 


ficers, 


under the aUEpiCes of the Council on 


Foreign Relations in Nev 


York, 


Though no- citeee quotes are ‘al- 


‘4yibuted in the 


report, 


the opinion 


was stafed by the discussion leader, 
a Richard M. Bissell Jr, formerly a 
deputy direetor of the CIA, that: "if 
the agency is to be effective, it will 
se of private inslilu- 


have to make u 


tions oh an expanding scale, 


these relations 


cannot he resurr 


The discussion 


which have 
ected.” * 


alsor efer red 


though 
‘plows 


to the 


continued utilily of labor groups and 
_ American corpore ations to CTA opera~ 


tions. No such gv 
‘are nk crned, 


voups or corpor 


atious 


The: aw vilien reeele like others 


sponsored by the council, is consid-- 
ered by the participants as 
“coraplictely aff the rec- 


dential” and 
ord.” : 


y the Africa 


“confi 


The document is being circulated 
Research Group, -%& 
small, radically oriented organization 


headquartered i in Cambrvidee, because 


“it offers a still-releyant primer on 
the theory and vractice of CIA. ma 
nipulations 8 oh a 

Portions of the document 
are scheduled to appear 
today in the “University 
Review,” a. New ark- 

pprove 


sbased monthly. 
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The . document reflects 
individual. assessments of 
the CIA by those present. 
The report includes a nurm- 
ber of general statements: 

—The two elements of 
CIA activity, “intelligence 
collection” and “covert ac- 
tion” (or “intervention”’) 
are not separated within 
the agency but are consid- 
ered lo “overlap and inter: 


“act.” | 


othe focus of classical 
espionage in Eurepe and 
other pa rea parts of 
the world had © shifted 
“toward tergets in the un- 
derdeveloped world.’ 
-—-Due to the clear juris- 
dictional 
tween the CIA and F3], th 
inielligence agency was 
“adverse to suryeilldnce of 
US citizens overieas (even 
when specifically roquest- 
ed) and adverse to operat- 
ing against targets in -the 
except for- 
eigners here as transients.” 

---The aequisilion of a 
secret speech by Sovict 
Nikita Khrush- 
chev in February 1956 was 
a classic example of the po~- 
litical use of secrelly ac- 
quired intelligence. The 
State Departinent released 
the text which, aecording 
to cne participant, prompt- 
ed “the beginning of the 
split. in the Commuinist 
movement.” Since this 
speech had been specifical- 
ly targeted before ac~ 
quired, the results meant to 
this participant that “if you 
ecise target and go 
after it,” you can change 
“history.” ; 4 

~--“Penetration,’: by es- 
tablishing personal rela- 
tionships with individuals 
rather than simply hiring 
was regarded as 
especially useful in the un- 
derdeveloped .world, The 
statement ‘igs -made that 
“covert. intervention (in 
the underdeveloped world) 
is usualiy designed to oper- 
ale on the ‘internal power 
balance, often with a fairly 
shost- term objective 

—-The reconnaissance of 
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during the °50s h 4 
provided “limite 
but dramatic re: 
flights were late 
of the eancell 
schedttled stn 
between Presic 
hower and] 
after Francis G 
was shot down 
sia.) : 
“After five d 
flights were 
from the Ru 
these operation 
highly secretin 
States, and witl 
son,” reads the 
these overflight 


Neaked’ Lo the 
press, the US 
been force 


action,” 

phe meeting, 
was nol to cons 
CIA missions so 
characterize gc 
cepts and proce 
discussion wes } 
of a council st 
“Intelligence a 
Policy.” ' 

The  chairme 
meeting was ( 
Dillon, an inv ; 
banker who haw ove me - 
Washington «5s undersecre~ 
tary of Slate and Secrelary 
of the Treasury in tha Ken- 
nedy Administration, 

Twenty persons were 
listed as attending includ- 
ing promine ent former offi- was never to control their. 
cials and educators like gctivities, only occasionally 
Harry Howe Ransom (of ¥ie point them in a particu- 
Vanderbilt University: and lar direction, but primarily ; 
David B. Truman, presi- to enlarge them and render 
sent of Mt. Holyoke Col- them more effective.” 
cge, - 


TIT CUTE TET 07 PCTS CS” 
the statement that “it is 
notably true of the subsi- 

‘dies to student, labor and 
“cultural groups that have 
recently: been publicized 
that the ayency’s objective 


In an article in the Sat- 

the. list ‘included Allen ee Evening Post in May 
W. Dulles, former director 1967, Phomas Braden, who 
of the CA, and Robert Mad helped set up the sub- 
Amory Jr., who had been” sidies with Dulles, defend- 
deputy director, as well as. cd the concept’as a way to 
Bissell, who had been dep- combat the seven major 
uty director until shortly front organizations of the 
after the Bay of Pigs inva- Communist world in which 
sion, in which the CIA was fs Russians thrpugh the 
involved. use: of their international 
fronts had stolen the preat 
words such as peace, “jus- 
tice and freedom.” 


The discussion took place 
just a year ‘after revela~ 
lions by Ramparts Maga- ’ : : Lf 
Pee. ecr ones one The report shows that 

d training of agents 4 y 
Bouin “Wiewiani at re publicity had not been 
a as damaging to CIA activi- 
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by David Horowitz 


f WAS A FRUSTRATING DAY for James Reston, vice- 
president of the New York. Vimes and minister with- 
out portfolio for America’s journalistic mandarinate. 

AS. Landing in Peking on July 12 with the thought of, 
perhaps claiming new diplomatic territory as well as scoring 
a journalistic coup; he was told by. the head of the informa- 
tion service of China’s foreign ministry that Henry Kissinger 


‘had just Ieft Peking and, it would shortly be announced, 


President Nixon would visit the People’s Republic of China 


‘next spring. Jt was at this moment (“or so it now seems,” 


Reston later wrote) that he experienced the first stab of 
pain in his side that would Jand him in the hospital for an 
emergency appendectomy the next day. 7 
Before leaving New York, Reston had received a letter 
from Dr. Oliver McCoy, president of the China Medical 


“Board, an institution John 1D, Rockefeller had created to 


run the medical college he had built there in 1916 and 


‘which was nationalized by the Communist governnient 


thirty-five years Jater. Dr. McCoy told Reston that if he 


should happen to notice a “large group of buildings with *, 
green tiled roofs not far from the southeast corner to inquire 


what those were.” The old medical college had now become 
the Anti-Imperialist hospital, and it was in this unlikely 
setting that Reston had the consolation of at least being the 
first member of the American establishment to receive acu- 
‘puncture treatments in the new China, : 

If such ironics dogged Reston’s trip, they were also pres- 
ent in the larger drama that had been played out lwo days 
earlier amidst sumptuous 17-course dinners. For Menry 


’Kissinger---the man who masterminded Nixon’s new diplo- 


macy in China and:scooped James Reston-—had once been 
the forcign policy advisor of the President’s arch-rival for 
control of the Republican Party, Nelson Rockefeller, Jie. 
was a strange aller ego to bear the tidings of American 
“friendship” Which was being offered after twenty years of 
unrelenting official hostility by President Richard Nixon. 
And Richard Nixon was himself an unlikely president to be 


- « 


CIOS LIL 
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making the offer. For this was the man who, in the words 
of Reston's Times, had “led the political clamor of the 
China lobby to ostracize the Chinese Communists from the 
community of ‘peace-loving’ nations” two decades ago and 
had earned spurs in the McCarthy purges ‘by baiting the 


China experts who were then urging no greater accom moda- - 


tion to the revolutionary government than ‘that for which 
Kissinger’s secret mission had nowy set the stage. 

‘These unexpected juxtapositions and ironic turns at the 
surface of pdlicy are no mere coincidences. By their very 
incongruity, they suggest the presence of deeper continuities 

* underlying Nixon’s new approach toward the mainland, For 
* despite sharp tactical lurches and even. unforeseen veerings 
off course, there are few arcas where the significant patterns 
of policy and personnel have been more stable in their way 
than in the field of China affairs, Nixon’s. new gesture, 
which looks almost impulsive and’ shrewdly tied to such 
political events as the 1972 election, has in fact been a 
bipartisan strategic planning assumption for a long time 
now among those who have always determined Amcrica’s 
posture toward China, The Simes itself pinpoints 1966 as 
the moment when Nixon realized that “no future American 
policy in Asia could succeed unless it came ‘urgently to 


grips with, the reality of China.” All that was left lo the’ ~ 


While House quarterback was to choose the right political 
moment: “And just as his popularity at home dipped to a 
new low, with the Victnam controversy swirling ancw all 
around him and the North Victnamese pressing for a quick 
and final deal to drive him out of Saigon before the end 
of 1971, Mr. Nixon lobbed the long one.” 
[CHINA AND THE AMERICAN EMPIRE] = 

a a INC THE CLOSING OF THE CONTINENTAL frontier at 
AS the end of the 19th century, China has occupied a 
S) special place in the sel f-conception of an American 


world role. Many historians have even designated 
America’s subsequent global expansion as the pursuit 
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without making a “fad" of the subject or de- 
stroying our system of manufacturing and 
business which is envied by every country 
on earth. By insisting that our education 
give at least equal time to the positive 
aspeets of our country, instead of overlook- 
ing much of it because “patriotisin is bunk,” 
J think that every generation of young peo- 
ple has to be told about our country, edu- 
cated in its rmeaning. Today we scem to 
think that we'll just “pick it up” naturally. 
This isn’t always so, 

We can make our country better by fecl- 
ing—and showing—our pride in it. We have 
to think and act in a positive way instead 
of a negative one. This is a job where leader- 
ship has to come from the attitudes of our 
politicians, our teachers, our religions, but 
jn which cach one of us has an important 

“role to play too, 

We have an awful lot to be thankful for 
and proud of. If we work to make things 
better, they will become better. They will 
never be accomplished by people who sit on 
the sidelines and offer nothing but criticism. 
If we don’t bother to do what we are capable 
of as individuals, and let people who think 
only in terms of tearing down have their 
way, and let them dominate public media, 
their gloomy predictions will come true, 

You don’t have to use propaganda to glori- 
fy a country which has always been a goal 
fur a lot of little people all over the world. 
We do have to take stock of what we have, 
though, and to tell others—especially our 
own children—about it, so that they will 
understand and appreciate it and work them- 
selves to make it better, 

But in the end, it is not just words and 
ideas that are going to make it that way. 
It is the private actions of cach one of us, 
because we're not just a people, or a nation- 
ality; we’re 200,000,C00 Americans—each one 
an individual, and each one free to add to 


aed detract from this country of ours, 


. 


, know must not be jeopardized.” 
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CBS, CFR AND THE PEOPLE'S 
RIGHT TO KNOW 


HON. JOHN R. RARICK 
; ; OF LOUISIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
' * Monday, July 12, 1971 


_ Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, we will be 
voting shortly on a resolution to find 


’ CBS in.contempt of Congress. 


The CBS propagandists are wrapping 
themselves in the Constitution and 
chanting, “The right of the people to 


Every Member of this body agrees that 

it is the right of the pcople to know what 

' ds at issue, But, has the CBS conglomer- 
ate been telling the people the facts or 


“ simply what CBS wants them to know? 


It has been CBS that has been the cen- 
sor—not this hody, The CES “Selling of 
the Pentagon” was in turn followed by a 
second lateral assault ‘called the Pen- 
tagon papers incident. Both Pentagon 
attacks must be considered as concerted 
- efforts by the influential opinion mold- 
ing monopoly to degrade our military 
forces under the guise of hastening an 
early Victnam surrender date. . 
. But the CBS people, who would have 
us believe they want to tell the American 
pcople the truth of what is going on in- 
volving imaginary financial and control 
* conspiracies, have not told the American 
people about a very real conspiracy— 


which is to transfer the defeat of our 
rs Approve For 


foreign policy in Victnam from the re- 
sponsible parties and make the military 
forces, who have had no voice in the 
planning of the no-win policy nor little 
control over the operations, the scape- 
goat. Pressure from the top and bottom 
now becomes lateral pressure from both 
sides. 

I hold a copy of the so-called Pentagon 

_ papers booklet, which has been printed 
for profit by the New York Times. 

Commencing at page 630 are contained 

the biographies of key figures in the Vict- 
nam study. Eight of the 14 named Amer- 
icans involved in the secret history are 
members of a financial-cconomic-indus- 
trial group known as the Council on For- 
eign Relations. The Pentagon, except for 
having an image of being the command 
post of our military, is not even involved. 
Why then coes not CBS, which wants 
the American people to know what is 
going on, tell them all about the Council 
on Foreign Relations and its role in the 
United Nations and the Vietnam war? 
’ Why does not CS tell the American 
people that Mr. Sulzberger, president and 
publisher of the New York Times, the 
late Mr. Graham, former chairman of 
the board of the Washington Post, as 
well as its board chairman Frederick 8. 
Beebe are listed in the Council on For- 
eign Relations membership list? 

Why do not CBS’s interpretive analysts 
tell our people that their president, Frank 
Stanton, is listed as a member of the 
CFR as well as former chairman of the 
Rand Corp., or that Daniel “Msberg, ad- 
mitted thief of the stolen top secret Pen- 
tagon papers, is a member of CFR? 

What is it about the CPR that the CBS 
refuses to tell the people? 

Could it be that every U.S. Ambassador 


to the Paris peace talks, David K. FE. 


Bruce, Henry Cabot Lodge, and Averell 
W. Harriman, are all listed as members 
_of the CPR? 

Could it be that the Presidential ad- 
visers Henry A. Kissinger, Walt W. Ros- 
tow, and McGeorge Bundy are listed as 
members of the CFR? 

Could it be that the U.S. Ambassadors 
to Saigon, Frederick Reinhardt, Henry 
Cabot Lodge, Maxwell Taylor, and Els- 
worth Bunker are all listed as members 
of the CFR? 

Could it be that the Directors of the 
CIA, Allen Dulles, John J. McCloy, and 


- John A. McCone are all listed as mem- 


bers of the CFR? . 

Or could it be that the military leaders 
who were entrusted with the lives of our 
men and with the honor of our country, 
Gen. William C. Westmorcland, Gen. 
Harold K. Johnson, Gen. Lyman L. Lem- 
nitzer, Fleet Adm. Chester W. Nimitz, 
anid Air Force Gen. Carl A. Spaatz are 
all listed as members of the CFR? 

Could it be that Stanley Resor, Sec- 
retary of the Army; former Secretarics 
of State Dean Rusk and Dean Atcheoson; 
former Secretaries of Defense Thomas 8. 
Gates and Robert Strange McNamara, are 
listed as members of the CFR? 

Could it be that CBS and many of ils 
other opinion-making friends do not 
want to tell the American people that 
Mr. Arthur Ochs Sulzberger, president 
and publisher of the New York Times; 
Mr. Fredcrick S. Beebe, chairman of the 

oard of the Washington Post; Mr, Os- 
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borne IsNiott, president of Newsweck; 
Walter Lippmenn, syndicated news 
columnist and editor of the New Re- 
public magazine; Mr. Bill D, Moyers of 
Newsday; and Brig. Gen. David Sarno 
are all listed as members of the CFR? 

Certainly CBS, in addition to knowing 
its president, Frank Stanton, is a member 
of the CFR, must fully understand the 
complete scope of this intcllectual- 
financial-industrial complex, in fact, in 
December of 1985, the CBS Foundation 
made a $300,000 grant to the CFR to 
fund a fellowship reportedly to “a prom- 
ising American foreign correspondent” 
for “study and reficction.” 

And how do we know who are members 
of the CFR? From the CFR annual re- 
port, which is supplied voluntarily to 
each Member of Congress and cach Sen- 
ator. There are reportedly but 1,451 
members. Yet this smal] group of Amer- 
icans includes men in positions of control 
or influence in every military, financial, 
and diplomatic decision from the start 
of ow involvement in Vietnam to the 
present, 

I do not want to create any impression 
that there are any secret or mysterious 
associations. But when the policies and 
activilics of the CFR are against the 
best interests of the American people 
and constitutional government, then 
they, like all other decisionmakers, must 
bear their share of the responsibility for 
the thousands of American boys who 
have been killed and the waste of billions 
of taxpayers’ dollars that have been 
poured into this international economic 
venture, 

It was not the average American citi- 
zen nor the U.S, fighting man who 
wanted this war in the first place or who 
have wanted it to continue. Jf CBS and 
Mr. Stanton want to Hft their self-im- 


posed censorship so that the American’ 


people know the truth, then this matter 
would not be before Congress in this 
instance. : 

“The Selling of the Pentagon” and the 
Pentagon papers have not scratched the 
surface of the kingmakers and new rul- 
ing royalty. Who Will tell the people the 
truth if those who control “the right to 
know machinery” also control the 
Government? 

I insert a clipping from the Deccm- 
ber 30, 1965, New York Times: 

EpwarD Rt. Murrow FuND FOR FELLOWSHIPS 
_ Set Ur 

John J, McCloy, chairman of the Council 
on Foreign Relations, announced yesterday 
the establishment of an Edward R. Murrow 
Fellowship for American Foreign Corre- 
spondents. en 

William S. Paley, chairmen of the Colum- 
bia Broadcasting Company, joined Mr. Mc- 
Cloy in making the announcement. The 
C.B.S, Foundation has given $300,000 to pay 
for the fellowship program, 

A spokesman for C.B.S. said one fellowship 
would be awarded cach year to “a promising 
Amcrican foreign correspondent” for “study 
and reflection.” A committee composed large- 
ly of men connected with the council will 
make the selection. C.B.S. will also be rep- 
resented on the committee. The stipend is 
expected to be about $10,000 in most cases. 


I particularly call the attention of my 
colleagues to my remarks “CFR: For 
Whom We Serve,” page F11137, Con- 
GRESSIONAL Reconp of December 29, 1969, 
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BAYLESS MANNING 
_ ees new Council head 


‘Foreign Relations . 

NEW YORK—Bayless 
Manning, dean of the Stan- 
ford University Law School, 
was named as full-time pres- 
ident of the Council on For- 
eign Relations. 

Manning, who will take of. 
fice in Septembor, will re- 
Place both Grayson Kirk 45 
president and George 
Franklin as executive direc- 
tor. Manning was a Special 
“assistant to former Under 
Secretary of Stata George 
Ball in 1962, Ho became 
Stanford deaa in 1964, — 
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STANDARD OIL UBER ALLES 


Our foreign policy is something that has puzzled realists since the happy daze of 
the Roosevelt administration, Except during the Truman era, when it was a total blankg 
it has been growing in venality and intensity. Frankly, its sole purpose is to pro- 
tect the huge Rockefeller industrial interests abroad. The latest price we have paid 
for it is the deaths of over 3,800 American boys (to date) in our senseless no-win war 
in Viet Nam, the only honest account of which has been published in January CAPSULE 
NEWS, 


Standard Oil is the sole beneficiary of the Vict Nam Crime. But other large 
branches of the Rockefeller Heirarchy abroad are being protected by the tax dollars of 
Anerican victims. flow they do it has been a-building since they and their Kept Press 
jimmied Franklin Roosevelt into the White Ilouse. 

In 1919, a small group from the Wall Street international banking fraternity or- 
ganized to get us involved in the abortive League of Nations. They called it the 
"Council on Foreign Relations."...A small group of pro-American Senators _ combined to 
stop this, altho they were pilloried unmercifully by the Kept Press. In 1927, the 
House of Rockefeller took over the CFR lock, stock and barrel, provided all the cash 
needed to operate and even a large house at the corner of Park Avenue and 68th Street 
in NY City as headquarters. 

Super Training School---This has become, among other things, a training school 
for Cabinet Officers and high echelon State Department officials, not to speak of am- 
bassadors to foreign countries in which the Rockefeller industrial empire has large 
installations. Its latest annual report lists 1,424 "students", 722 of whom are sta- 
tioned outside of New York and many of them in foreign embassies. Included in this 
non-resident list are the current Secr@parics of State, Defense, Treasury and Commerce 
and the head of the (making it their CIA ahd foreign-aid giveawayers, called AID. 

It is also significant that they 


*sTGned up" every Presidential candidate they 
could---winners and losers. Such as Dewey and Stevenson (2-time losers), Hoover (win- 
ner-loser), Eisenhower and Kennedy (winners). They didn't get: Nixon (the real 1960 
winner) so they stole the election from him. , 

s Truman never was listed but he started the Korean War for them (illegally) when 
a the Chinese Reds captured the Chase National Bank branch in Peking and helped them- 
selves to 30 million Rockefeller dollars. LBJ's name is not on their list yet, but he 
is serving them faithfully by keeping the Viet Nam Crime going so Standard 0il opera- 
tions on the Peninsula won't be interfered with. 

Rockefeller Heirarchy Protectorate---To protect the political and business inter- 
ests of more than a score of huge Rockefeller companies abroad, and many lesser ones, 
they have appointed the Secretary of State (Rusk), two Undersecretaries (Ball & Mann) 
and three Assistant Secretaries (Bundy, MacArthur and Talbott). (Turn Over) 
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FOREIGN ARAIRS 


Council of Eminent Figures 
.-Influences U.S, Policy’ 


“4 f 


’’ By HENRY RAYMONT 


leaders. \ 


: of world trends, ; 


GET PRIVATE LOOK 


+.) (NEW. XORK TIMBY 
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can policy guidelines for the, ea 


North Atiantic Treaty Organi-’ me . aw 


lication is Foreign Affairs, a 


zation and currently are evolv- ; - 


ing a long-range analysis of 
American attitudes toward 
China." . : ae ; : 
The society’s best known pub-| 2 7 


quarterly journal that has not} =... — , 5 c 


changed its smoky-blue cover ee 
_|since 1922 and has consistenly i 
|printed articles by leading 


The Council on Foreign Rela-|274 economists, * 


tions, which for nearly half a : 
century has made supetantlal with immediate events and its 
contributions to the basic con- 
cepts of American foreign pol- ington has earned it such char- . : 

icy, {s considering opening its|acterizations as ‘the govern- oe 

doors to younger members,|ment-in-exile’ and ‘‘the best)” /)' eh ee ~ 
especially scientists and labor|club in New York.” John Ken- Baa oe : 


, For years the soctet{’s accentjand former Ambassador to 
Was on attracting prominent/India, said the council was “as: 
bankers, industrialists and dip-|much a part of the ruling estab- 
lomats as well as eminent aca-|lishment” as the State Departs-| - 
demic figures, Now the trend {s|ment. 

beginning to move toward 
wounger men who can bring a 
new perspective to the analysis 


As a first step, plans have 
been made to select young 
scientists familiar with the 
problems of space and its in- 


+ ternational implications and 


representatives. of the 


age of the council’s 1,400 mem 


perspective to problems. 


testing ground for new. ideas 


‘Officials. 
‘ * Home of Ideas 


HOnited States policies. 


wr 


?' ‘The council has its headquar- 
‘ters at Pratt House, 58 East : 
68th Street. Intensive discus- ago, the council has emphasized! : ; : 
sions of world events originate privacy to give members an op», 
‘there at unpublicized luncheonSiportunity to speak’ freely, Ex-, 
and’ closed. seminars and go-on|cept for its annual public Hithu . 
to have ‘practical. impact on/Root . Lectures, the council’s: 


labor dent of the Chase Manhattan. 


movement. It. is hoped that 
‘younger people — the average 


bers now is 60—will bring fresh bape Thomas K, Finlet- 


The council is a private, non.|and ' executive director of the 
” ‘partisan organization that is a|United Nations Children’s Fund. 


” 


with enough political and finan-|the council’s membership of} . 

tial power to bring the ideas tojbusiness executives, corporation’ 
the attention of the policy mak-jlawyers, government officials, 
ers in Washington. It. is also albankers and university -profes-; 
recrulting agency for ranking|sors is one of the most impres-; 


isDiscuission: groups, stholatly 
-“bapers an dstudies “sponsored|can be ground for “terminattoti! 
joy, the council laid the ground-lor suspension’ t 

Iwork for ‘the’Marshall Plan Yorjaccording to Artitie, IX of ‘th 


iPurobean, shtovery,, net; Ameri-leaunoitis, bylaws. Sa. 


setatesmeén, political scientists] - .* 


The organization's. concern 


acknowledged impact: in Wash- 


neth Galbraith, the economist; 


The council's reputation as a 

power behind the throne was al- 
most inevitable because of the) . 
prominent names of its- mem+| -.’: 
bers and the range.of their in« 
fluence, The board of directors,! - 
headed by John J, McCloy, in-; 
eludes David Rockefeller, presi-. 


Bank; former Secretary of the 
Treasury Douglas Dillon; Gray- 
son Kirk, president of Columbia 


r and R, Labouisse, diplomat 


There is also little doubt, that 


sive of its kind, It includes for-: 
mer President Eisenhower, Vice; 
President Humphrey and Secre-. 
tary of State Dean Rusk. Pal cn 

Since its founding’ 45 years’ ‘ 


talks and seminars are strictly, - 
off the record: An indiscretion 
“of tnembership;! ©." 


: 

edad ‘ 

we te a ete 8 p73 
et : . Tyla fa 
ones 4 
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: 2 VOLUMES ON CHINA © 

’ WILL APPEAR TODAY’ 


The Council on Forcign Rela- 
tions is trying to promote a new, 
discussion on China in high lev- 
els of Government with the pub- 
‘lication of a series of ‘books: 
‘dealing with the United States| 
.and China in world affairs. The 
“ftirst three volumes are to he 

ublished today by McGraw-Hill 
‘Book Company. te 

, Allen W. Dulles, a director of 
:the council, discussed - the 
studies, which will fill at least 
-11 Volumes, at a recent, }unch- 
“sori at the Harold Pratt House.' 
thome of the group, He said| 
‘4t was hoped that they would 
: cause Government officials and 
sexperts, “to sce what. can. be. 
‘done, in the interest - of - world 
ypeace.” pid Se dhaeng eoucner dt 

He added that the council did 
not have official views on any ‘ 
international question. “It facil- 

.itates the «work of those who 
-ean say something “of import- 
nance,” he said. "0 
| ‘The first three books are ‘'The 
American People and China,” by} 
A; T. Stecle; “Policies Toward 
China: Views from Six Contin-' 
ents," edited by A. M.°Halpern, \ 
cand “Communist, China's: Econ- 
“omic © Growth. » and.:\' Foreign ‘ 
Trade,” by, Alexander Eckstein: ; 
ny « 2 as De.’ rae oe ‘ 


ena an Lynn aiatebeRiions'« 
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"9 4) McGeorge Bundy has re 
signed his post as Special As- 
sistant to the President (un- 
der both JFK and LBJ). At , 
be hopeful news, since wherever ~~ 

‘ Bundy has appeared on the 
scene, he has engineered de- 
feat for the U, S. viz: Viete. 
And on December 30,1965 Bun- 
dy flew to Canada to confer with 
Socialist - Internationalist Can- 
adian Prime Minister Lester B. 


Dear Editor: 
first consideration this seems to 
ham, Dominican Republic, ete. 
Pearson on the question of 


will experience at the “peace” 
table. 


McGeorge Bundy is a nom ~ 
‘ resident (more than fifty miles - 
+ from New York City Hall) of “7 


i the Council_on, Foreign Rela: + 


fions. “The ultimate aim of the. 
Council on Foreign Relations 
(however well-intentioned its 
[ prormineat and powerful mem- 
‘bers may be) is the same as the 
ultimate aim of international 
communism: to create a one 
- ‘world socialist system and. 

'_ make the United States an of- 
"ficial part of it”. 

McGeorge’ Bundy was the es- 
tablishment’s gravedigger over 
seer during the passing of the 
' gavel from JFK (also OFR) 

' and LBJ on November 22, 1963. 

According to NEWSWEEK of 
December 2, 1963, it was Bundy 
who “took charge” at the White 
House after JFK was assassi- 
nated (by a communist), mak- 

ie ing preparations for the arrival 
of the new President. Bundy ac- 

"companied LBJ in the helicop- 

{ter from Andrews Air Force 

; Base to the White House along 

. with Defense Secretary Robert 

| Strange McNamara and Under- 

_ secretary of State George Ball , 
{OFR), 

defense. 

| On November 28, 
LBJ to be briefed by CIA Di-f.. 

| ‘rector John McCone (CFR). A . 

' conference~was held with Sec-*: 
retary of State Dean ayo 

t (CFR) and Undersecretary of 

: State W. Averill Harriman ' 
(CFR). 

~ _ McGeorge and his brother Wil- . 

er P. (aiso CFR) were loyal,’ 
Approved For. 


where they discussed }-- 


Bundy took ¢ i 


A- 


are Rusk, and Ball... - 


"abroad and domestically as one ”' 


RDP88-01815R000200330001-9 


ger Hiss (also CFR). Bundy {s 
‘also Tneifiber ofthe Interna- 
tional Bilderberger Group — as, 


| 


But perhaps it is even more 
foreboding for the Republic that ° 
he goes to be president of the 
Ford Foundation “on February 

7 Tatler functions - 


of the State Départment’s most % 


‘important ‘private’ arms”, 


It helped finance the Center , 
of Research in Economic and, 
‘Social Development in Santa Do- . 

-. Mingo, a communist indoctrie |. 
nation center. 

The Ford Foundation (tax exe’ 
empt and with assets of $3 bil- 


ee 


‘lion, 316 million in 1959) has '* 


helped finance the Counci! on-+' 
Foreign Relations and its inter-°‘ 
locking organizations since the’ ‘ 
Jate 20s. Ten of the fifteen ; 
members of the Board of Trus- ¥ 
tees of the Foundation are mem- ‘ 
bers of the Council on iio ‘ 
Relations (1959), 

In 1952, the Ford Foundation p 
established the Fund for the Re- : 
‘public with a $15,000,000 grant. 
By 1955 its support of 5th Amend= ; 
ment Communists was blatant. 
Seven of the eighteen Officers 
and Directors of the Fund are . 
members of the Council on For- 


eign Relations (1957). 


| 
d on and on. 1 
Tt is. hard to determine in j 
which position _Bundy- is. most ! 
dangerous.” “Nothin g~" has ' 
changed but names. on. Moors. 
Sincerely, - 
‘Curtis W. Caine, M. D. 
aren Manhattan Road 
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: NBC Reporter 
G ets i eHlowship 


NE W YORK, May 23 (UPD), : 
Welles Hangen, National’ 
Broadcasting: Co. correspon: 
dent in Germany, has been* 
jawarded the annual fellowship 
| for foreign correspondents of 
the Council on Foreign Rela» 


tions, it was announced today. . 


Hangen will study and diss. 
teuss forcign policy problems’: 
at the Council’s headquarters | 
here for one year: 

The Council on Foreign Re-! 
flations, a nonpartisan, none: 
“profit: organization, ‘was Cas. 
‘tablished, in.1921 to study. pos". 
Jitical, economic and’ strategic.” 
‘pr oblems related to American : 
foreign policy. enti 


li en Sta a euanade a eon tals ey 
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U.S. PolicyFailing,- 
Many Leaders Say 
In Poll on Vietnam 


O 


were ne ee ‘ 
1 


WASHINGYON, Feb. 3 (AP): 
—A ‘private poll of nearly 800. 
prominent Arnericans bas found! ; . 
that most ‘approve ‘of United: : : ? : 
States objectives in aiding, i : 
South Vietnam and 9) per cent, 
' think that United States pelicy; 
ea there is failing. 1. : . 
More than half suggested al-{ . ; . 
ternatives to the Adininistra-} , i 
ition’s policy, but opinions were 
‘split between those who advo- ‘ ; 
feated American military with- ; : 
drawal, and the slightly small- 
er number who urged that the 
‘war be widened. a2 : : 
' ‘The poll was taken by the aye ne 
“Council on Foreign Relations, : % . 
‘ ‘a nonprofit organization that A 
: takes ho sland, as an organiza: 
tion, on United States ‘policy. 
The-chairman of the council's 
hoard is John J, McCloy, the 
New York finaneicr who has 
held -various important Gov- 
‘ernment posts. One of the di-} 
‘rectors is’ William FP, Bundy, ; cae 
Assistant Secretary | of ‘State i o oo 
‘for Far Eustern Affairs. a : “4 : ki 
- The council said that the sur- 
© ‘yey’s results were based on re- 
sponses from nearly 600.mem- ; 
bers of the council's commit e sghidh Map te 
‘tees on foreign relations. in. 33 ee é me 
-American citics, The members}. ve 
answered questions suggested ie pat ; a 
JJast November. The survey ; 
‘found:- a. se laaee oe : Se ere 
% Eight oue of ten approved a 
: ‘the current United States ob+ : : 
‘jective of helping the South : : we . 
; Vietnamese Government defend! ; 8 : 
(iis independence , and consoli- ‘ ie meee, 
‘date ils authority ovér its ter’ 
vitory. ° i 
‘ » + @Ninety - per cent believed’ 
ithat United States policy’ in 
{Vietnam was “failing.” - a : ; : ; ; fe 
Of those who believed that - ; ae : Gee 
ithe policy was. failing, some-! : 
“what less than half favered 3 : ante : 
‘united States military’ disen-; “©. ° a : : 
igagement, although not neces! “oy : 
‘sarily total withdrawal. A. eee bags i i 
4 : ‘ somewhat smaller ntunber os 7 Le 4 i a 
i , ; sWwanted the war expanded. .A, Pawn, is re io 
{ : ‘quarter of these desired a major, 
expansion, with a few advocat-i 
‘ing the use of nucleat weapons, 
iif necessary. f es 
“- @More than hal¢ of the total, 
‘advocated continucd United] | 
: : ‘ “States aid even if this required] 
: ; “substantially greater help ‘than ; : 
‘ ‘the United States) was now > “ . 
. supplying. eee gt : . Fi 
‘| @More than half urged that ne : 
‘ the United States supply poli- : ; er ae 
: -tical, economic and social . ad+ boo 
ae ye svisers, but said that decisions : 
¢ ) ‘ “on reforms should be left to ee yo 
the South Vietnamese Govern: : , . 
Jment. ; 2 ; = ; 
‘ GMore thar a third said that 
ithe United States should ‘ins 
wtervene in South Vietnamese! 
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THE HAROLD PRATT HOUSE | 58 EAST 68TH STREE W YORK) NvY.-10021 | TEL, (212) 535 


ROLLAND BUSHNER 
Director 
Committees on Foreign Relations Program 


Mr. Angus Thuermer 
Assistant to the Director 
C.I.A. 

Washington, D. C. 20505 


Dear Mr. Thuermer: 


This is just a brief note to send you a blind copy of my letter to Mr. Colby 
and to thank you for the efficient arrangements that were made for his visit 
to our Committee on Foreign Relations in San Francisco. I do appreciate the 
cordial way in which you helped me with this arrangement, and I hope the trip 
went well in all respects. 


If Mr. Colby found the Committee a rewarding audience, and would be willing to 
meet with another of the Committees on some other trip, we would of course be 
delighted. I enclose a list of the other Committees so you may know their 
locations. Their season, which is now concluding, will begin again in late 
September. 


With warm regards. 
Sincerely, 


Weiss Sule. 


Rolland Bushner 


WATE LE 


Encbsures 
OFFICERS BOARD OF DIRECTORS HONORARY 
eee MANNING DAVID ROCKEFELLER CYRUS R. VANCE JOHN J. McCLOY 
resident Chairman of the Board Vice Chairman Honorary Chairman 
OHN TEMPLE SWING e 
y j : ROBERT O. ANDERSON GABRIEL HAUGE ELLIOT L. RICHARDSON SEN WRISTON 
Vice President and Secretary i Honorary President 
W. MICHAEL BLUMENTHAL BAYLESS MANNING, DAVID ROCKEFELLER 
GABRIEL HAUGE ZBIGNIEW BRZEZINSKI ex officio ROBERT V. ROOSA FRANK ALTSCHUL 
Treasurer DOUGLAS DILLON HARRY C. McPHERSON, JR. MARSHALL D, SHULMAN Honorary Secretary 
HEDLEY DONOVAN ALFRED C. NEAL | CYRUS R, VANCE 
L ETH DR AM, _ LE MARTHA R. WALLACE 
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58 EAST 68TH STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 | TEL. (212) 535-3300 | CABLE: FORAFFAIRS, NEW YORK 


AFFILIATED COMMITTEES ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 


ALBUQUERQUE, New Mexico NASHVILLE, Tennessee 
ATLANTA, Géorgia OMAHA, Nébraska 

AUSTIN, Texas PHILADELPHIA, Pennsylvania 
BILLINGS, Montana PORTLAND, Maine 
BIRMINGHAM, Alabama PORTLAND, Oregon 

BOISE, Idaho PROVIDENCE, Rhode Island 
BOSTON, Massachusetts . ROCHESTER, New York 
CASPER, Wyoming ST, LOUIS, Missouri 
CHARLOTTESVILLE, Virginia ST. PAUL-MINNEAPOLIS, Minnesota 
DENVER, Colorado SALT LAKE CITY, Utah 

DES MOINES, Iowa SAN FRANCISCO, California 
DETROIT, Michigan SANTA BARBARA, California 
HOUSTON, Texas SEATTLE, Washington 
INDIANAPOLIS, Indiana TAMPA BAY AREA, Florida 
LITTLE ROCK, Arkansas TUCSON, Arizona 

LOS ANGELES, California — TULSA, Oklahoma 
LOUISVILLE, Kentucky ' WICHITA, Kansas 


MIAMI, Florida WORCESTER, Massachusetts 
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THE HAROLD PRATT HOUSE | 58 EAST 68TH STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 | TEL. (212) 535-3300 | CABLE: COUNFOREL, NEW YORK 


May 15, 1975 


The Honorable William E. Colby 
Director 

Cc. I. A. 

McLean, Virginia 


Dear Mr. Colby: 


We have had most enthusiastic reports from San Francisco about the dinner discussion 
you led for the San Francisco Committee on Foreign Relations. Committee menbers 
especially appreciated your straight-forward responses to their questions and it 

4e evident that you convinced them of your sincerity. 


We are of course delighted that they found the meeting so impressive, and I hope 
you felt it was worthwhile. We are certainly most grateful to you for meeting 
with this group. 


Sincerely, 


Rolland Bushner 
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AFFILIATED WITH THE COUNCIL ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, NEW YORK 


H. ANTON TUCHER, Secretary 
555 California Street 

P.O. Box 37020 

San Francisco, California 94137 
Telephone (415) 622-2642 


WILLIAM H. WAINWRIGHT, Assistant Secretary 
555 California Street 

P.O. Box 37020 

San Francisco, California 94137 

Telephone (415) 622-2865 


Mr. Angus Thuermer 
Assistant to the Director 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505 


Dear Mr. Thuermer: 


GEORGE T. BALLOU, Chairman 
225 Bush Street 

San Francisco, California 94104 
Telephone (415) 894-3232 


April 7, 1975 


It was with great pleasure that I heard from Rolland Bushner 


at the Council on Foreign Relations in New York that Mr. Colby will be 
able to meet with the San Francisco Committee on Foreign Relations on 
May 7, 1975 at a dinner meeting. Our meeting is scheduled to be held 
at the Sheraton-Palace Hotel in the Californian Room at 6:00 p.m. It 
will start with cocktails and dinner. Afterwards we look forward to 
hearing from Mr. Colby. We generally ask our speakers to talk for 
about thirty minutes to allow plenty of time for an informal period of 
questions and discussions. As Mr. Colby undoubtedly knows from his 
experiences at the Council, our meetings are on a "not-for-attribution" 
basis, allowing for somewhat freer expressions of opinion. Our mem- 
bers are drawn from the business, academic and professional circles and 
are all American citizens. Some of our members will undoubtedly be 
hearing Mr. Colby's public speach at the Commonwealth Club the same day 
and they will particularly look forward to hearing him speak in a 
smaller closed group and having the opportunity of discussing his subject 
with him. 


We understand that Mr. Colby needs no assistance with his 
arrangements, but if there is anything we can do to be of help, please 


let me know. 


Sincerely, 


0/27 a er 


H. Anton Tucher 
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Letters to The Times 


Ford’s CIA —- 
Investigative Panel 


Gerald Ford said he pardoned 
Richard Nixon for the good of the . 
country. He said if everybody wore a | 
WIN button it would help cure infla- 
tion. He now says he wants the true 
story on the Central Intelligence 
Agency. So he appoints Nelson Rock- 
efeller and Ronald Reagan to investi- 
gate it. 

- The great Jack Benny will always 
be missed. But thanks.to Mr. Ford the 
country will not forget how to laugh. 

: BOB GOGGINS ! 

Los Angeles | 


w 


After reading about the alleged | 
domestic soying conducted by the | 
CLA'I feel that the time has come for - 
a complete congressional examina- , 
tion of the CLA. Keeping secret files 
on citizens and using "surreptitious : 
entry” to gain damaging information 
is what one expects a Gestapo-type 
secret police force to do, not an agen- | 
cv prohibited by law from doing so. 

“I feel that such actions by the CIA | 
will lead us into a government-con- 
trolled 1984 type of situation. If files 
ef the type alleged to have been kept 
vere actually in existence I feel that . 
we should ba told what criteria quali- 
fied a person for these files and who 
had access and used their‘contents. 


Not only do I think that it-is un- - 


democratic to keep secret files on in- 
dividuals, but I feel that it may lead . 
to further government encroachment 
on the privacy of citizens and their 
right to freely disagree with the 
government's policies—one of the 
rights upon which this.country is 


pased. . 
tg MICHAEL ROSE 
“ee Canoga Park 


with the CIA” Here is what ex-CIA : 


+ Rockefeller’s heading up the CIs. ! 
_ investigation js really putting the fox : 


in charge of the hen house. As a mat- 
ter of record, Rockefeller, C. Douglas , 
Dillon, Lyman Lemnitzer and John T. 
Conner, as CLA investigation commit- | 
tee members, are all members of the | 
Council on Foreign Relations. ‘ 

Now, how about "no direct links ; 


official Victor Marchetti wrote in his ; 
book "The CLA and The Cult of Intel- ; 
ligence™ -- ee Ye 


"It was in such an atmosphere of , 
restiveness and doubt, on.a January - 
evening in 1968, that a small group of 
former intelligence professionals and 
other members. of the cult of intel- 
ligence met to discuss the role of the | 
CIA in US. foreign policy, not at CLA 


headquarters in Langley, Va. but at |. 


the Harold Pratt House on Park 
Avenue—the home of the Council on 
Foreign Relations. ‘The discussion 
leader was investment banker C. : 
Douglas Dillon... the main speaker . 
was Richard Bissell. . . consultant to ‘ 
the CIA" ~ . — : 


Bissell is a member of the CFR, as . 


are Richard Helms and John McCone, 


‘ who are former CIA directors. ° 


" My opinion is that the CIA‘ is the 


CFR's secret army—and now, Rocke- ©, 


feller, a real CFR biggie, is heading 
up a CIA investigation. Some chuckle: 
enn R. SPENCER - 


Bee aris ee Sere 


__ LaCanada -. 


R000200330001-9 


_ Jn line with the clownish aspects of. 
his Presidency, Mr. Ford has perpe- 
trated another of his sinister joxes 
and appointed a fake committee to 
investigate the CIA. 
The standard official answer to . 
doubts expressed by the press and - 
legislators concerning the fact that . 
certain connections, past or present, - 
might get in the way of panel mem= - 
_bers of this kind as effective investi- . 
. gators, is: "I don't think so" | 
If the question can be asked at ally| 
why does it not disqualify the poten- | 
tial appointee? : 
The answer to that is that there is | 
no intention whatsoever to investi- 
gate anything. The panel makes 
_ great window dressing and is'as pho- 


ny as a movie set. 3 
' GEORGE GAYNES 
Studio City | 
. ad 
“Inasmuch as Rockefeller has been 
appointed head of the commission to 
investigate the CIA, where may I buy | 
stock in a company that produces 
_ whitewash? . 
: . EDKYSAR 
Sherman Oaks 
~, ; * uw eed 
. President ‘Ford's choices for ‘the’! 
commission to examine the CLA are 
comparable to having President Nix- 


“on's former White House staff inves- 
tigate abuses ‘of the Watergate 
“plumbers.” — : 
y _ ARLEN L. GROSSMAN 

Mar Vista 


t 


uw 


President Ford might as well have 
appointed the Mafia to investigate 
the Cosa Nostra, if he's going to ap- 
point conservatives to investigate 


CIA loyalists. 
* JAMES MEDINA 
Chatsworth 


we 


If it-is President Ford's intentior’to 
uncover. the truth about the CIA's 
domestic activities, he couldn't have 
chosen a better commission to con- 


. ceal it. : 
DAVID ALAN BOOTHBY . 
"Los Angeles | 


i 
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THE HAROLD PRATT HOUSE | 58 EAST 68TH STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 | TEL. 


Director 
Commrittees on Foreign Relations Program 


December 17, 1974 


The Honorable William E. Colby 
Director, Central Intelligence Agency 
McLean, Virginia 


Dear Mr. Colby: 


The officers of the San Francisco Committee on Foreign Relations were delighted 
to learn that you had agreed in principle to meet with that group in conjunction 
with your trip to San Francisco for a luncheon with the Commonwealth Club on 
January 17. They proposed that you meet with the Committee at dinner on January 
16, or if that would not be possible they would suggest a reception from about 

5 pem. to 6:30 pom. ora luncheon from 12:00 to 1:30 p.m. on the same day. If 
that would not work and you will be in San Francisco on January 15, a dinner or 
reception on that day would be another possibility. 


Committee meetings are informal and off-the-record like the roundtable dinner that 
followed the general meeting here at the Council yesterday. As with that group, 
the wider perspective to be gained from your frank but considered comments to the 
leaders who belong to the Committee would be reflected widely. 


In a few days I shall telephone your secretary, as you suggested, to see where a 
meeting with this Committee could be fitted into your San Francisco visit. _ 
Sincerely, 
om fo 
Vi, Che.€ rence ACT at 


Rolland Bushner 


Deo bora 


4, I MMR 
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